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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Intreductory Statement

No affective nced of jJunior college students is ag
vitally important to succocss both within and without the
classrocm as 1s the need for psychological sccurity.

Untll student needs for psychological security are satis-
fied beyond some basic level, ecademic and social behavior
will be dominated by this pressing, unfulfilled noced.
Psychologically insa;ure students ars likely less creative,
less able to perform critical thinking, and are in general,
less offoctive as persons in all realms of their function-
ing than psychologically secure students.

That satisfaction of security noeds may be a neces-
sary preconditicn to éritical thinking and thus, effective
decision making, is suggosted by Kemp!s research on tho
offects of dogmatism on oritical thinking. In his study,
Komp used Rokeach's Dogmatism Scale (Form E) to form two
groups of students, those characterized as open-minded and

those who were clogse-minded. Ho then used two problems

that were in part rolated to security neods to test these
students' ablility to perform oritical thinking. Kemp

1l
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found open-ninded students to be supericr to close-minded
in oritical thinking at the .0l lovel of significance.l

According to Kemp, intolerance of ambigulty llikely
inpcls the insecure, close-ninded person to conclude
decislion-making processos before fully considering all
relevant altornatives. The close-ninded porson likely
distorts or narrows the problem, thus changing it froa one
which offers a form of threat, to one which allows satis-
faction of security needs.z Romp writes of the difference
bstweon the open~ and closeo-minded:

Decisions whose outcomss weuld provide nore
security, greater rmaintenance of the status-
guo, and more approval Irom authority fig-
urces would bo more acceptableo Yo the close-
ninded « « o those docisions which may offer
a groator breoadth of oxperience and nors
indopendence, and which enccompass a wide
range of facts and load 9o broader and sat-
isfying relationships with people ar% more
attractive to those with open nindsg.-

Haslow theorlzes that the need for physical and
psychological security may dominaete behavior of the in-

gooure porson. Capacities of such a person, €.g. recep-

tors, effectors, and the intellect, arse used primarily

epatton Ce. Komp, "Bffect of Dognatism on Critiecal
Thinking,” School Science end Mathematics, 60:316-318
(April, 1960).

2p, 8.

3Gratton C. Kemp, Intanribies in Counselingz, p. 178.
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&3 tools for satisfying thils pressing naed.u The child-
1ike sponteneity cheracteristic of crostivity found in all
sclf-actualizing poople (Maslow?s super healthy people) 1s
likely throttled and inhibited by such a pressing and
behavior determining need.5 The Inplication of thege
jdeas is that junior college studerts who are psychologle-
éally insccuro will not devolop and exorcise their
creativity fully in their junior college work,

Insecurs students whose crezbivity 1s stifled, and
whose sbility to think eritically is concouitantly ham-
persd by closure, cannot function in a truly offoctive
way in any area of endeavor. Thus, socizal as well as
academic success comznsurats with individual potentials
i3 highly unlilkely for such students. The result of
attenpting junior college work for such insecurs students
may woll be failure, or drcpping ocut of school.

It is tho contention of this writer that all
student needs affecting success in Junior college work
should be the concern of junior college stalf. Operation-
ally, no dichotomies exlst between various functlioning

areac; for exemple, needs of students aro simultanoously

uA. H, Maslow, Motivation and Personality, p. 84.

5p. 22).
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cognitive and affective. 3Studies reviewed by Hall ena
Lindzey shou "that perceiving, learning, remenbering, and
thinking ere influcaced by necds, inlerests, moods and
emotions."6 Corbalnly most Junior college staffl would
agres thes percoiving, learning, remombering, and tainking
are important concorns. Few would say or show through
ections, however, that needs, intorests, moods, and emo-
tions are thoir concorn. Yot, if cross-influsnces oxist,
as Hall and Lindzey's review suggests, all psychologleal
functions of students that may elter success in junior
college work need to be undersiocd by Junior college
staffl.
Sanford writes of the collogs student's porsonality,

ani implications for curriculum and personnel planning:

e« « o tho porson functions as a unit . & . Wo

cannot make any categorical scparstion of the

"intellect” and the rest of thoe porson. Changes

in whet might bo eallsd tho intellect, changes

in knowledze and in modos of thought, if they

gaount So aaything, would bring with thom changes

in the rest of the perscnality, just as changes

. 4n the rest of the personality leave the indi-

vidual in a differeni state of recoptivity to
kncwledge and facts,

Personality, p. 522,

6Ga1vin S. Hall and Gardner Lindsey, Ihcories of

Mrovitt Sanford, "Implications of Personality
Studies for Curricuium and PFersomnsl Planning,” in Robert
L. Sutherland and others, ed3., Personallty Factors on
the Collsge Compus, Pe b.
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Although Sanford 1s concerned with the four-year
college student, his view has implications for the junior
college student o9 well. That is, perscnality change
both influences end is influenced by, exporiences in tho

Junlor college slassrocm. It foliocws that a change in
satisfaction of psycholozicel security needs of students
may facilitate or restrict lecarning, depending on the

direction of such changs.

That student neceds should bo met by services
offored is = cocmmon themo within the field of student
porsonnel sorvices. Husller, for example, writes, "the
factors which  « « 6steblish the philosophy of college
personnel work have aluays included . « « the neeés and
" characteristics of  studonta."d Although Hueller is
writing about the foureyear college, the goal of need
satlsfaction of students is also oxpressed at the jJjunior

college level by many writers (Bloeker, Plummar, and

Richardson, 19653 Medskor, 1960; Brumbaugh, 1954; and

BKate Hevner Hueller, Student Personnel Work in
Hirghor Hducation, p. 501.
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Raines, 1965).9

Concern with student need satisfaction is ezpressed
at Illinois Central Collego (ICC) where this study was
conducted., In e statement of policy concernlng the
working objostives of student persomnel gervices at ICC,
Dr. Hiehaus, Dean of Studen# Personnel Services, writes
that "the prewalling student persomnel policy 1s charac-
terized by a recognition and understending of individusl
needs, . o "0

Only when affective as well as ccgnitive and othor
noeds are understood can student pefgonnal‘workars at ICC
and eolsowbere mors effestively seek to Implemont the often
exprocsed goal of providing services %o satisfly student
nesds. It is not enocugh to say that these needs are

important; research must provide a clear picturs of

affective noeds so that services offered will truly

9%1yde E. Blockor and othors, Ths Tuo~Year Cole
lomet A Social Synthosis, p. 203 Leland L. Medasker,
The Juniop College: Progress and Prospoct, ps 73 Ae Je
Brumbaugh, "Student Personnel Work in Transition,”
Junior Collego Journal, 25:18 (September, 195lt); Max R.

. Raines, "Repor:s to the Carnegle Corporation on Appralsal

and Dovelopmont of Junior College Student Personnel Pro-
grems," in Report to Carnsgle Corporation, Novenber,
1965, Junior Collene Student Personnel Programss

Appraisal and Developmont, P. 8.

101111nois Central College, Student Personnel
Services: The Vital Link, n.p. .




satisfy nseds of students.

Xnowledge of affective nscds is not the sole con-
cern of the studen: porsonnel workers in a junior college.
Those needs ars also of vital importiance to instructional
staff. Garrison writes that cmotional problems are &
comon clesarocm oceurrence, snd that Junior college
toachoers should, therefore, act in the role of teacher-
counselor in fulfilling their normal professional
duties.tt Taylor reports that indivlidual conferences with
students are necessary for student succoss, and that a
full understanding of students! affoctive nceds would
facilitato mors effective cormunicatlion between himself
and studonts in those intervicws.l2 Bossons recommends
tha teachor of' romedial English provide warm oncoui'agement
to the insscure remedial student through use of teacher-
student conferences so as to facllitate student succoss.13

Roueche writes that male remadlal studoents ars mors

nRoger H., Garrison, "Teaching as Counseling,"
Junior Collsge Journal, 34:12 (October, 1963).

121nterviow with Kerl K. Taylor, Inatructor in
Comunicationsa, Illinois Central College, East Peoria,

I1linois, June 9, 1969.

13pichard M, Bossone, The Yriiing Problems of Ro-
medial Enelish Students in Communlty Collcmos of the City
University of New York, City University Resuarch and
Avaluation Unit for Special Programs, 196G, p. Sh.
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sonsitive to loss of status involved in romedial courses
than females. "Male siudents exhibiting high anxiety are
tho first to szee the class as coni"lieting with thoir own
porsonal motivations and the first to drop ocut of the
course, "Lt

A knowledge of affective needs of students will
help the junior sollege bring demoeratic ideals of the
open~door policy into a reallty of exporience for itg
students. The ideals extenied by thls policy to what is
1ikely tho most hoterogeneous student body in higher edue
cation today include: (1) the provizion of opportunitios
‘82 cach Americen may achieve whatever hig anbdbitions and
abllities allow, end (2) education of a continuing naturs
for all people. If the sole function of ths juniopr
college 1is to wecd out the unfit through rejection at mide
semesters, 1t will have falled in seeoking those democratic
ideals. Insteazd, the junior college must seek to0 rohsbile
tate students who ars educationslly handicapped. For
those students not damaged by campetlition and devaluation

of prior oducational exporionce, the junior college must

1hJohn E. Rousche, Salvagé, Radiroction, or Cus-
tody?, Monograph of the HERIC Clearinghouse for Junior

College Information, Amorican Assceclation of Junior
Colleges, 1968, p. L6. ~
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offor the opportunity for further develogmcnt.ls Under-

standing affective nceds such as the necd of students for
psychological security wlill haolp the jJjunior collegoe suc~
ceed in the rehabllitative and developmontal tasks posed
by tho democratic idcals expressed in the opon-door
policy.

Civen that pressing needs for psychological sscu~
rity may dominate patterns of thinkins, perceiving, and
behaving, and that such influence is cdetrimental to stu-~

dent success in the junior college, it becomes vital for

Junior college staff to undorstand student needs for

psycbologicai security. Of what use 1s the open door, -

and the jJjunior college?s location near howe, If after
entering, students fail because noeeds for psychological
security block effective learning and deeclsion maling?

It is clear that the junlor colloge can best succeod as a
student centorcd institution if security nceds of its

students are understood by a concorned staff, -

Statcment of Problcm

3 The problem, then, ls: liow are feolings of

psychological soourity-insecurity distributed generally

5 James D. McHolland,"From Stress to the Reloaso
of Human Pobtentianl,"” cddress delivered to the Illinois
- Collecgo Peraonnel.Aasociation, September 27, 1968, Chicago,
s Illinois.
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through the entire population of a given junior college,

and are thore any differcnces in feelings or s.vchologlcal

socurity-ingsecurdty among variing groups within thls over-

all population?

Null Hypothoses

The follcwling null hypotheses wore toested:

1.

2.

3.

Thore 1s no siznificent difference between tho
moan level of sgcurity-insecurity of the over=-
all, genoral population of students at Iilinois
Contral Colloge and the mean lovel of seocurity-
inseccurity found by Yaslow (N = 2,020) as glven

in Table VI of thoe Memual for tho Seeouriive

Insecurity Inventorye.

There is no zignificant diffeorence betwoon ths
form of the distrlibution of sscurity-insecurity
among Illinols Central College atudents and the
forn of tho distribution found by Maslow

(N = 2,020) as given in Table VI of the Hanusl

for the Security-Insccurity Inventory.

Thore 1s no signlificant differsnce among mean
leveles of sccurity-lnsecurity as found in:
{1) Business students; (2) Health students;
(3) Technical students; end (44} Agriculture
students, of Illinois Central College.
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3 Y, There it no significant differcnco botuwoen moan
levols of psycholozical security-insscurity in
Day and Night sbudents at Illinols Contral

. Collega.

5, There is no significsnt difference between mean
levols of psychologleal security-insscurity in
Pransfor and Terminal students at Illinois
Contral Collegs.

~ 6., Ths difforencs in psychological socurity-

insecurity between Day and Night Transfer
students does not differ significantly fron
the diffsrence in psychological security-

insscurity between Day and Night Terminal
: students.

Definision of Terms

The term "security" is defined by the swmiation of

the security subsyndromes; the torm "insecurity” is de-
fined by the summation of the inscecurity sudbsyndromos.

These subsyndrcmes are conbtalned in Table 1,

The torm "noed" is defincd as "the lack of scne-
thing which, if present, wouvl. tend %o further the

wolfare of the orgeniem « « « it i3 Smplied . . « that the
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ITY SUBSYNDROMES®

Insecurity

Security

1.

5.

7.

Feeling of rojoction, of
belng unloved, of being
treated coldly and withe
out affection, oy of be=
irg hated, of being
despisaed,

Feelings of isolatiocn,
ogtracism, alononess, oy
boing out of it; fsolings
of "uniquencss.”

Constant feolings of
threat and danger;
anxzlety.

Porceptlion of the world
and 1life as dangerous,
threatening, dark, hoge
tile, or challenging; oo
a jungle in which evoery
mants hend is against
every other, in which ons
oeats or is caten.

Porceptiion of other humuan
beingg as essentbially bad,
evil, or selfish; as dane
gerous, throantening, hoge
tile, or challenzing.

Feelings of mistrust, of
envy or jealousy toward
others; much hostillty,
prejudice, hatred.

Tendency to expoct %4hs
worst; genoral pegsinmisn.

1.

2.

3.

b

5.

e

Te

Faeling of being liked
or loved, or being ace
eepted, of belng looked
upon with wamth, ‘

Feelings of balonging,
of being at home in the
the world, of having a
piace in the group.

Feollings of saféty; rare
foolings of thrsat and
dangeyr; unanxzious.

Perception of the world
end life es pleasant,
uarm, friondly, or beno-
volent, in which 211 mon
tend to be brotherse.

Porccption of other
human beings as essen-
tially gocd, pleasant,
warn, friendly, or
benovolont.

Yoolings of friondliness
end trust in others;
easy affection fopr
othors,

Tendcney to ezpect good
to happsn; genoeral
Optimism ™
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TABLE 1 {continucd)

9.

11,

8.

Tendoney ¢o be unhappy
or diasconiented,

Yeclings of tension,
strain, or conflici, toe
gother with verious cone
sequences of tension,
©.Zey "mOPVOUsness,”
fatigue, irritability,
nervous stomach, end
othor psycshoscmatlic dig-
turbancos; nightmares;
emotlonal instabllity,
vacillation, uncertaiaty,

9e

and inconsistency.

Tendengcy to ccumpulsive
Introspectivencas, norbid
gsolf-examination, acute
congciousness of self,

10,

Guilt and shame feelings,
gin feclings, feslings

of goll=-condecmnation,
guicidal tendoneics, dis-
couragement,

il.

Disturbances of various 12.
aspocts of tho selfe-
esbeen ComPlox, ©.f,
craving Loy powox and

for status, campulsive
embition, over=-agresciloen,
hunger for money, proce
vige, glory, possessivee
ness, jealousy of Juri:-
diction snd prerogative
ovexrcompetltiveness and/op
tho opposite; masochistie
tendencles, over-depen-
dence, ccapulsive submige
giveness, lngratiation,

Tondency to be happy or
contant,

Foelings of calm, caso,
enl. roelaxation; uncon=
flicved; emobional
stability.

Tendency to outgoing-
nossy abllity to be
world-, objecte, op
problemn~centersd rather
then self- or ego=-
centoxred,

Self-ascceptance, toler-
ance of self, accepiance
el the inmpulges.

Desire for strength or
adequacy with respeoct
TO problems rather Sthan
Lor powar over othop
pecpla; firm, positive,
jell based self-estoen;
feeling of strengthg
TOUPrQL0e




TABLE 1 (continued)

inforiority feslings,
Teelings of weaknscs enid
holpicssnoess,

13. Continual striving for 13. Relative lack of
and hunger Tfor gafety neurotic or psychotic
and sceurity; various tendencless; rcalistic
neurotic trends, inhibia coplng systoms,

Tions, defensivencss,
escape tronds, amcliopaw-
tive itrends, false goals,
fixzetions on partisal
goalg; psychotic tondene
cles, dolusions, hallu-
cinations, eke.

1. Selifish, egocentric, in- 4. "Social intersst” (in
dividualistic trends, Adlerian senss); co-
oporativensss, kindlie-
ness, intercst in
others; sympathy.

8\, H, Haslow, "he Dynasica of Psychological
Securlty-Insecurlty,” Charscter and Personality, 10:334-

335 {1%42).

necd or lack in question directly evokes setion. . . "0
The term "junlor college" is used synonymously with

"community college™ in this study and refers to post-high

school public two-year institutions that functlion, at

1630?&00 B. Lnglish and Ava C. English, A Comnro-
hensive Dictlonary of Psycholosical and Psychoshnalveical
Tarms, p. 338,

o
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loast iIn part, =s a sorvice to thein comraunity.

Tho term "Treansfer student"” in this study is de-
fined 28 the siudent enrolled in & Junior college for the
purpose of attaining sufficient crodits for transfor to
a four-year institution and the ceripletion of a Baccalaue
rcato. At Illinols Central Colleps, tho transfer student
13 enrollod in curriculums designatod In Table 2 by three
consccutive digits, the series beginning with zero, €eZ0y
010 and 090.

The term "Terminal student™ velfers to those stue

dentz who do not expect %o continue thelr formal full-time
collegiate trﬁining boyond the junior college.l7 Terminal
students at Illinois Ceutral College are envolled in
curriculuns designated in Table 2 by throe consscutive
digits, the serics beginning with a number other than Zoro,

Qoo 110 and S00.

"Hight students® in this gtudy ave those students
attending classes at Illinois Ccnural Coliscge from 5:130
PJM, t111 10:00 P.M. only,

"Day students" are those students at Iillinois
Centrzl College attending classes frem 8:00 AN, t111

5:00 P.¥., plus those whose classos are scheduled both

17he1and L. Medsker, Ths Junior Collaepe: Progross
gnd Prospeet, pe 7o -
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TABIZ 2
CURRICULUMS AT IILIKOIS CENTRAL COLIEGE

| Trangfer Curriculung

Cl0 Proe-Agriculdurs 070 Pro=Hedicinoe 3

020 Architsetures gnd An C71L Pre~Pharmmecy ]

030 IDusincss Administration 072 Pre-Dentol §
ard Comuscrco C73 Pre-Veilerinary ‘

Ok0 Zducation C7h Pre-lursing

050 Pre-~Engincoring 075 St. Prancis Hospital

060 Liveral Arts and Sceisnces 090 General Studies ;

'
? Seven o,

&

Tormninal Cwericulums

o i00 J4zriculturs Susinens 330 ZFoglstered Nurse
L 101 Agriculture Production [0l ivchitoctupal Drafting
} and Managemont Yechnoleay
. 200 Accounting 102 Engine Powop Tochnology
: 205 Commareial Art 403 Chomical Technolozy
o 210 Business HMenagemont 404 Data Processing
E 215 Secreterial ’ Technology
216 edical Seerosarial l05  fleeivonies EZngincering
: 217 Iegel Secerotarial Technology
i 218 ZExccublive Sceretarial 1406 Industrial Elecctronics
219 Co-oporative Office Tochnolezy
Education 10 HMechanicel Tcehnology
§ 220 Office Machires 41l IHachine Design
: and Procodures 4112 Momufacturing
221 Clerk Typist 413 Intornal Gombustion
301 Operating Roenm Ingines
2 Asslgtant 420 IrndusSrial Drafting
310 Physical Therapy Technology
Lgaistant 1130 Aubo Mechaniles
320 Hedical 601 Police Administration .,
Record Technician 900 Continuing =ducction
b —




during the day and evening sossionsz.

The verm "Agriculiure student” refers to situdents
enrolled at I1llinoig Central Collogoe in curriculums Ql0,
100 and 101.

"rusiness student" In this study means those stu-
dents enrolled in curriculums 030, 200, 210, 215, 216,
217, 218, 219, mnd 221,

Thoe torm "Health student” includes all students at
Illinols Central Collsge enrollcd in curriculums 070, 071,
072, 073, 074, 075, 301, 310, 320, and 330.

"Pachnical student™ refors teo all Illinois Central
Collsege studentg enrolled in curriculums 101, 402, LO3,
05, 406, 410, 411, 1’412, 413, L20, 130, and 601,

Liﬁitaﬁions of the Study

ot ¥

This stucy 1s restricted b0 an exgmination of
psycholegical sacurityhinsecﬁrity as measured by Haslow!'s
SeI Inventory. Although Ui subdefinitions are included
in the séndromc of security-~insscurity as subsyndromes,
the S-I Inventory ylelds only & singls score. Thus, re-
sults of this study roilect socurity-insecuglty only at
the syndrome level. No information on foclings of students
within subsyndromos is availsble from this study.

Tho gtudy migaht best have besn conducted sarlicr

in thoe. school year than it was. Data collection dates
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were April 16, 17 and 18, 1969, after the last date in the
second semester for students to withdraw from classes
because of failing grades. The researcher assumes some of
the first sémester students who were very insecure left and
did not enroll for second semester classes. Also, some
per cent of second semester students had w%thdrawn or left
by the time data was collected. This study may have, there-
fore, been conducted at a time when only the most psychologi-
cally secure students of the school year were left on campus.

The use of a self-report test to reveal basic neads
that are theorized as largely unconscious may be a limita-
tion of this study.'® The self-report design of Maslow's
S-I Inventory seems to contradict his theory, and yet the
construction of this instrument was determined by the
~ability of each item to discriminate between those who
were clinically judged by Maslow and others to be insecure

and secure.!9 This procedure suggests that unconscious

motivations may influence conscious awareness of feelings,

187 H. Maslow, "A Theory of Human Motivation,"
Psychological Review, 50:389 (July, 1943).

19A, H. Maslow and others, "A Clinically Dérived
Test for Measuring Psychological Security-Insecurity,"”
The Journal of General Psychology, 33:22-24 (July, 1945).
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and that the S-I Inventory mey bo measuring the largely ]

unconscious basie nced of peychological security. How-

ever, it is nore likely that ths S5-I Inventory only :
measuros conscious feelings. This study may, therefore,
not refloct Information conceraning important uncenscious

L determinants of psychological sccurity-insscurity. :

|
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Few studies have rsscarchad esrsonality character-
istics of junior college studeniz. Cross (1968) conciudes
such rescarch "is very scanty indeed."l EButiep (1968),
arter reviewing availebls iliterzture, writes that hs found
no research studying ncsds of junior college students.2
Blockor and Pluriser (1965),3 and Hocmaw (1937)h poini ous
that most studies deszeribe various intellectual factors,
G.8s test scorcs and grade point average, of junior collego

L7

students. Rousche (1967) writes that the typical institue

tioncl rescarch study has been concernsd only with the

transfer studont who legves tha Junior college in pursult

x. Patricla Cross, The Junlor College Student: A
Research Doscrintion, p. 5i.

2Rabert R. Butler, Differcnses in Need Press Vorle
ables as Percsived by University end Junios Colisre Stu-

&)
donts, Rescarch in Zducation D 023 386, p. 3 (1560).

3Clyde Z, Biocker and Robort H. Pluzmer, Tho Twoe
Yogr Colleze: A Social Synbhesis, pe 106.

kRobert Clayton Mcomaw, "Need Press Differences
Lmong Community College Studonts, Unpublishod doctoral
dlssertatiorn, Chio State University, 1967, p. 9.

20
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of tho B.A. degrce.” The seaorch of litorature made by

3 this suthor confiz-_ “he observatione of thezo uwriters.

Rosearch on porsonzlliity cheracterisilices of junlor

Faee P[RR

N college studenis is needed for Junior colleges to bascomzs

vy

. truly offective studentecontored institutions. Plans and

do s e o

dcclsions of Junlor college staflf should, cs normatlive

precticc, bo based on as complote knouwledgs as possible * 3

of student perscnality noeds and choracteristics. That

such has not boen the case is drenatically inplled by the

deartna of research in this area.

It scems clicar that the Jjunior colloge student is

hJ

different in many ways than tho typleal student attending

5 g four-yezr institution. The Junlor collego student 1is

- less gble scademically, cames gonerzlily from a lower

soclocoononic backzround, and ig part of & mors hetero-~
geneous student body, than his counterpart in foure-ysar
colleges and unlversiflss. It doos nrot scem wise to use
roscarch performsd outside 'the Junior college as a basis

for declsions affectving sbtudents within the Jjunior college,

Finally, ressarch should study all msnmbers of the

junior college population. ledsker writes that "programs

SJ’c:ohn B. Roueche, "Gans and Overlaps in Instiiu-
tigns);l Research," Junior Colleme Journal, 38:21 (November,
1967).
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and earﬁicas ars planned fopr full-time, day students and
tho assumption 1s usually mode thot what +“8 good for then
will be good for all othors."O Research on.personality
needs and characteristics of gil students of the junlop

collego, e.g. night students, should be conducted to test

the validity of this sssumpiion.

2eope of the Ravicw

Roview o£ literature’for this gtudy includes thrce
aress of concern reolevant to understanding sccurity-
Insccurity needs of junior college students. PFirss, the
theoretical foundations of secu&ity~inséeur1ty'will be
roviewed. The socond arca concerns studies conducted on
Junior college populations for the purpossc of rosearching
security-insecurity neoda. Rescarch with implications
for any of the 1 subsyndrome definitions of security~
inzecurity will be reviewcd. The lest arcs of concorn

reviews roscarch studies that have used Haslow's Security-~

Insecurity Inventery as instrumentetion,

6Leland L, Medgker, "The Junior College Studens,”
in Report to Carnogle Corporation, Novemhsop, 1965, Juniop
Collers Stvdent Personnsl Programss  Apnralsal and Davel-

oprient, pe 2le
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-~ - 4 o B .
Thaoratical FPoundntions of
-

4
Segurity~-Inzeourisy

1
Thig section voviews by riefly ths soncept of k

psychological gecurity as found in the theorics of

CR Iy

Sulliven, May, Rekezch, and Haslow. The most comprohene

ook,

sive treatment of sceurity-insecsurity feellings is pre-

sented by Maslow, MN1s theory 1z, therefore, prcsented
last .

Security i3 an imporstant concept in Sullivants

L interpergonal vheory. When the uzual pattern of inter-
0 .
i personal exchangzes is Alsrupted, tension and anzioty roe

sult. Aetlvitios performed to dispel this tension end

anxicty are termed by Sullivan, “seeurity operations.”

These operations seek to restore a fecling of safety and

E seli-esteom to the person, and they Yalways interfere
r .

i wlth whatover other Sensions and energy transformations

i thoy happcn to coincide with,"?!

; Anxlety, an undifforentiated and diffuse feeling,
i 13 seon by May as throatening the security base forming

the corc cr e¢ssence of perscnality,a Anziety results when

] £

7Harry Stack Sullivan, The Intorpersonal Theory of
PSIChi&.{U“?, p. )730

8Ro110 May, Tho Mesning of Anxioty, pp. 191-193.
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values cosondlial to this ses ity base, or pattorn, are

10
.

threatonsd, 1If {he person chooses s nonproductive, noga-
tivo wey of coplng with thi ‘s anzlety, hils thinking may
becoms nore dogmatic and rigild » and generally ke will have
& lessoned capacity for solf-sin %eness.g
Pers of Rokeach!s Open and Clesed Baliefl Syatenm is

& characteristic of %as central-poripheral dimension
gimilar to Maeslow!s fourish subsyndrone of securibye
insecurity. For Rokeach, the open mind seos the world as
ossentiglly friendly, whils tho closed mind percelves the

crld ag a threabening plcco. 10 The person who 15 closed,
acts to remove this throat and to ellay feelings of anxi-
ety. This nocd to dofend sgainst thrcat is one of tuo.
novives proposed by Rokoachi the obher isg the nsed to
know., The rolatively closed porson may protest againsd
threat by rejecting anxloby creating information, A% the
same Timo, the illuslom is created thas whatever infor e
tion is =sllowed into the belief cysten satisfies the nozd
o know and understand. Both needs are, therofore, satise

fied, and the closed mind perpetuatos itsoli‘.ll

92p. 22l-223,

101113 t0n Rokoach, Tho Onen shd Clos ed Mind, p. 56,

11?? ® 68"70 [
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Foelings ol sceurliy arc grouped into different
levols of generalizatlion by ﬁéslcx. He terms hls concept
of security-foclings a syndrome, and defines a syndrome
as "a general flavor which can be detected or savored in
practlcally everything that the person dosa, feels, or
thinks."la The syndrore obeys laws of 1ts oun that ave
not necessarily the some zs those laws governing the parts
making up the syndrome. The totality of varlous person-
ality syndromes tends to be integratcd and ecach may be
reflected in any single tehavioral responso.
As Joan Dos laughs and resnonds o & joke, we
caen theoretically tesse oubt fron ameng the
varlocus detorminents of this unitary set, his
security lovel, his gelf-gztoem, hls enerzy.
his intelligence, cte.l3
Studies porfomed at the syndrome level are roferrsd to
by Masleow as studlss at the first level of magnification;
studies porformod on subsyndraues, e.S., the craving for

power subsyndrome of the sscwrity-insccurity syndrcme,lu

are studles at the socond level of megnification; and

125, #, Maslow, "The Dynamics of Psychological
Securlty=-Insceurlty,” Characior and Porsonality, 10:331
(1242). (Hereafter "Secwrity-Inseccurity")

13A. ¥, Maslow, "Dynonmics of Personzlity Orzanie
zation," The Paycholosical Roview, 50:549 (Hovember,
9h3). (EHeresafter "Porsonality")

thaslcw, "Security-Insocurity,” p. 335.

R P YA
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studies performed on ways o subsyndrome may be expressed,
8.8+5 a Mungering for monoy, ars studies at the third
level of magnification.ls

Maslow thsorizes five basic needs arrangad in a

hierarchy according to their prepotency: (1) physiologi- Q

PR ALY

cal nesds, (2) safety needs, (3) love ncods, (l) esteem

nceds, and (5) self-actualization needs.16 As lower

2y e
R TR R LT T

order neods are satisfied, noeds at the next lsvel in the

hierarchy gain in poteney and press for setisfasction. 'The
emergence of a neod into a position of gotency cames sbout
gradually as an increasing per cent of the nced imnediate-
ly bolow 1t is satisfied, The organism's need for safoety,
for example, would have to be 75 per cent satisfied before
the noeds next in the hierarchy, love needs, may 90 per
cent omerge.17' Most nceds are Aever fully satisfiod, and
behavior may be an expression of several needs gsimule
tansously being felt in varying per cents of potency.

Although the definition of the security synérome

contains a reference to the need for love (subsyrdrome 1)

15Maslow, "Personality, " p. Si3.
16

A. H, HMaslow, "A Theory of Ruman Motivation,"
Psychological Review, 50:394 (July, 1943). (Hereafter

"Theory™)
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end self-eatecn {subsyndromec 12), this syndrone is pro-
potent primarily within the safety need lovol of the

18 If the security ncsds are well satisfled

hierarchy.
early in life, tho individual mey nct be motivated pri-
marily by safety nceds except in times of emergencies,
such as war or socletzl disorganizaticn. Otheruise,
uwsually only in the neurotic and near-neurotic individu-
al, or in the economic and social underdog, will an ex-
pression of the security needs be clearly seen.19 The
compulsive~obsessive neurotic provides the best exemple
of bohavior to satisfy security nseds in his frantle

attempts to "order and stabilize the world so that no

unmanageable, unexpscted, or unfamiliar dangoers will ever

appear."zo

Maslow idontifies 15 reasctions of insecurs persons
that are cxpressions of the socurity-insccurity syndraome:

1. In every insecure person wilth whom the
writer has worked he has always found g
conbinual, never dying longing for
security. .

2. Almost continual sction toward rogaining
this indlividuzlly dofined gecurity was

mlvle.slow, "Seeurity-Insccurity," pp. 33h-335.

19Maslow, "Tizeory,". pp. 378-379.

205 379,
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found in all cascs,.

Digecouresement rcactions may be a response
e o« o bOo anything . . . that drives homo
ihe roalization of rejection, being hated,
icss of love, ctc. :

Jevense rosasctlonsg for love already lost or
Tor a Threatened loss [may e foundl.

Dofense voeachbions to preven: further loss
of love lmay be foundj.

Ameliorative resctlons to mals the bad site
uvation more beareble [may bs foundl].

Attack prssetions upen the situations wh
oring about the inssouriiy in the atiempt
o chanze or lmprove them [may be foundi.

.

The undermininz of self-ssteenm {may be
found].

The insescure person will tend alwevs to
hide frcem himsclf as lonz as possidble the
conseioug realization of reisction, of
Jozz of love and respact.

The offects of 211 of these reactions on
chor psople ssyrve furthor to porpetuste
end %o re-gnforce the insecurity.

Limiting thoe base of security (or safety)
{ray be found].

Neurotic exasgeration of the drive for
gsecurity [may be found].

Tho getting up of hebits that may ocutlive
thoir original functions [may be found],
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15. The tendoney %o dsfend the system of dee-
fonses [may be foundl].2i

Those rcactions are interpreted by tho writer to te ab the
third level of mognification, Such behavior as may be
expressive of any of these 15 emorge, according to Maslow's
theory, when the need for psychological security becomes
rolatively prepotent over other needs in the hisrarchy.

Studies of Seeurity~Incccurity
of Junior College Studenis

ob Q‘

This researcher found no'studies of sescurity-

insecurity of junior college studenta, Only a few situdies

were found with even tangential relationships to the
problems of security-insecurity, wWhile it is difficult
to draw implications from such peripherel studles, they
are reviewod in this sectlon for whatever velue they nay

have in gaining a better understanding of sccurity-

insecurity problems in the junior college,

Psychological Insecurity in gensral nathematics
remecdial studegts is sugrested by research identifying
thelr significant charecteristics as:

1. 4 &isliks for and lack of confidence in
hendling mathematiess

2. An approcch to tosting charasterized by
nonflexible crganization;

21Maslow, "Security~Insccurity,” pp. 336-3L2.




3. Imotlonal disturbracos assoclaeted with
aviareness of personal inadsqueacys

I« Lack of self-confidence in rslations with
Instructors;

5. 4 prevalent predlction of unfavorablo out-
comes for self and peors in school situa-
tlons.

The third cheracteristic ligted is probably the
rost important findlng for purposes of this reviews all
five points, however, arc presented to give & fuller pice
ture of this kind of Junior college student.

Cross summarizes Warren's study as representative
of the description of persocnality characteristics of
Junior college situdents that seems to be emsrging. In
comparison to students at a private collsge, "junior
college students were the most caublous, prudent, and
controllcd, nost apprehsnsive and rigid in their concerns
over grades and scadenic standingz?%3_‘The implication is

that Junior college students may be more insecure than

four-yaar college students.

22326 sonreh Provlems in lMathomastics Zduecation,
Cooperative Ressarch Monograph No. 3, pe 16 (1960),
quoted by John E. Rouecho, &alvare, Redireetion, or Cuge
tcdy?, Honograph of the ERIC Clearinghouse for Junior
College Information, American Association of Junior Col-
leges, 19468, p. 14.

23Crose, Pe 33,
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Part of the suggested greator insccurity of junilor

college students may be due 50 lack of opportunities fop

development of confidence within the junior colicge ene-
vironment., Bubtler found that studenids responding to 4
Stern's College Characteristics Index saw the junior é
college “as providing less opportunity for ctlivities in :

which students are enceuraged to develop lcadership and

self-assursnce, " 4
Data presented by Panos suggests that students

entering the junior college are insecure concerning thelr

academic gbilities. In Panos! study, 6,860 entering

students of 7 jJunior colleges rated themselves on intele
lectual self-confidenco, Students from those collages
who rated themselves sbove average in gsclf-ccnfidence
ranged fécm a high of 33.1 per cent at one college to o

low of 12.3 por cont ai anobher.zs

Risk=-taklng preference was a part of research done

by Stewart. In Stewart'g study, several items wers

classiflied as Go dogrec of pisk involved, e.g. the subject

was asked if he would sacrifice high wages in return for

&Butler, pPp. S=b,

25§obert Je Pancs, Some Chorcoieristics of Juniop
College Students, American Council cn Zducation Repord
Number ACE-RR=Vol=Ko=2-1966, P. 17.
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essuraacc he would not lose his job, or if he would rathor
have high pay in a job whers the rlsk of losing all was
high. Femalcs wore found by Stowart %o prefor the low
risk job; responses of males revealed no conclusive pat-
tern. Inferences coneerning sexz differcnces in peycholeg-
ical security~-insecurity ecannot, however, be nede with
confidence as Stewart points cut that "wonon mey percelve
& ready source of steady income as a rezlistic considera-
tion in view of possible fubture plans for marricce and

femily, 26

studies Using the S-I Invensory

Studies using the S-I Inventory can be groupad into
two categories: (1) rescarch with implications for the
validity of the instrument, and {2) studies providing
informatlion concerning the charscteristics of socurs and
insecure persons,

Hanawalt predicted girls in a correctional home and
persons in a school for the dsaf would be psychologically
insecura., When he tested these groups using the SeI

Inventory, Hanawalt found both to be ingecure as

26Lawrence Ho Stewart, Choracteristics of Junilon
College Studonts in Occupationanlly Oricnted Curriculs,
University of California Report No. R-1965=1, pp. 13-1.
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prodioted.2? Hanawali also studied validity of %she S-I

Inventory by asking siz giris who were sdvanced paychology.

majors and who had met together os & class for two somes-
ters Uo rate ezch other on security~-insecurisy. A
correlation of .80 wus found botween self-rating of the
girls and test scorss on ths S-I Inventory.es
A comparison was made between the Minnesobe. Muliie

p2aslc Personzality Iaventory (XMi4PI) and tho S-I Inventory
by H¥ehlman and Kaplan to scz if these two instrumenss
would similarly group heazlthy students as healthy, and
less than hoalthy students as non-healthy, These suthors
found the S«I Inventory emd tho MMPI to &iscriminate be=
tweon healthy and unhealthy "individuals in a comparable
fashion,"29

| The S-1 Inventory was given to 260 high school

senlors from a midwestern city of approximately 25,000 by

Gough. Scores were found to be unrelated to intelligence,

-

academic performance, or scolosconomic level of subjects.

2TNelson G. Hanawals, (veview of the S«I Inventory),
» s " . ae y
in Oscar K. Burcs, cd., Tho Fifth Hental Mocasuremonts
Yearbool, pe. 107.

28p_ 107.

29Benjamin ¥iehiman and Janice E, Xaplan, "i Conm-
perison of Some Concepts of iental Health," Journal of
Cliniesl Pavenolomy, 14:122 (April, 1958),

v b kst L

2%,

sy




b N

| AR A

T R— R

ST B

3k

Tho 3-1 Inventory was found, however, %o tz rolated to
Some gcales on thoe MMPI., Cough weites:

Ceriain sex diffsronces in the corrolations

- el iUl
indicated that hypochendrizeal capiaints
piay & more praainent rolce in the sceurity
end Insecurity of girla than of boyz, end
that feminine tendenciecs in boyvs have graver
soclial consoquences than meseuline tendon-
cios in glrlg.30 :

uonch questions the validisy of the S-I Inventory.
When S-1 Inventory scores bofors and afior psychotherapy
wers compared to therapists? judgmonss oi' elient progress,
little agreecment was found. Iluench eoncludes either the
S«1 Inventory docos not measurs whad it snouid, or the
Judgnents cf therapists are inepecurate, e

Several studies givé insiétts into characterisiics
of secure and insecure persons. BRBennott snd Jordan found
that secure persons are more impunitive than insecurs
individuals, whilc insecurs persons are more extrapunitive;
secure and insceure groups did not differ on intropuni-~

tivenesg.32 Hanawalt correlated the S-I Inventory with

3oﬁarriscn CG. Gough, ™A Wobte on tho Security-~

Insecurity Tost," Journal of Sosizl Psychology, 28:261
(Novenbor, 19L8).

3lceorge A. Muench, "An Investigation of Time-
Limited Psychothorapy,” Journal of Counseling Psycholorny,
12:296-297 (Fall, 1965).

2 .
32carason M. Bonnott and Thomas R, Jordan, "Socurity-
Ingocurity and the Dircetion of Acrrosszive Responacs to

[ 1N )‘;

Frustrationé; Journsal of Clinieal Psycholosy 2;2166-167

(April, 195 ol
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the Presscy Inbterost-Attitude Tost znd eoncliudes,

L3

apperently, emotionally immaturs az well as nature peoplo
can fecl sccurc,t33

A ronkc order corrcelation technique was gpplied by ?
Ferrars and HMilofsky to S-I Inventory scores and the ‘
degree of reduction in co.tradiétory information., A
correlation significant at the 05 lovel was found and
Ferrara and Hilofsky, interpreting tholr result, write
that "ths insecurs individusl who exporicnces greoater
atress « « « has & greater nced to czcape fron cognitive
dissonanco, oven 1f this escaps requires the supprossion

-
of information. w3l

Gill and othors placod 249 college juniors and

seniors iInto three groups on the basis of S-I Inventory
scores: (1) securs, (2) average, and (3) imsecure,
students. Those groups theon tock Rckeach's Dogmatism
Seale (Form E), and Thurstonefs Closure Flezibility Secsale.
In additlon, grade poind average data was obbtained as an
indicaticn of scademic sbility. Gill and othors write of

the interssting differonces found:

33Hanawa1t, P. 107.

2l - ol
' “4Anthony Je Yerrara end Charics A. Milofsky,
"Insecurity &s a Factor in the Resoluticn of Gontradle-
tion," Psycholozical Roports, Ui:790 (June, 196lL).
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Grouns demonstrating o h:”p cozree of security
net only bond to chi“k new ~?,A1" but s a
group ore nmere effoctive ackgzﬁically. This
ig mere truo for girls than boys. It apocars
&t loast up o a2 certaln point thod how sccure
an individual fesls nﬂd bo & direct indicaticn
of hls effoctivensss as a person and thus hisg
acadenic ability.35

The roview of literature reiated to peychological
sescurity-insecuriity roveels soversal important poinis.

First, several theorisss use puycholog-cal seccurity
as an important part of their theorics of motivation and
personality. Thsse aro Sull:d <van, May, Rolicacsh, and Maslow,
0f these theorisis, Maslow Lroats psychological security-
insecurity in tho groatoss deteil and nogt extensively.
Although these theorisis differ » from one another, all
expross the ccmmon view that pe; yehologlcal insceurity
tends to act as a notivating force causing undesirable
behavior, For Hay and Rokeach, the person is likely to
be dogratic if he is insccure; for Sulllvan and Maslow,
insseurity beyond some point tends ko dominate behaviop

and tho person will act to setlsly his security neceds,

’S“ewoll T. G111 and others, The Zffsct of securdity
as an Indevendent Variable on ﬁolactqi Variobles Rolated

to Porcapbion, Copnition, and Accdemic Ac chiovemont, Re-=

gogrch in Hducation D 011 796, p. 19 (September, 1966).
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That studles of psychologlcal securlty~inseccurity

of Junior college studcnts are not aveilable is tho

second point of this swamary.

Third, few sbudles of personality characteristics
of junior college students have any implications to offer
concerning the seccurity-insecurity of thess students.
Those that do aave impllications seem to be showing that
Junior collegse students as a group maey be somewhat in-
sscure. When comparcd te students in four-year institue
2 tlons, junior ccllege students may be mors insecure.

Fourth, few studies have been published using the

2 el

S«I Inventory as instrumontation. Those found by this

resoercher suggest the instrument may be valid and may

fi agree with the MMPI in important ways. Also, research

X e
S——

studies suggest the insecurs person is more rigid and

dogmatic In hls thinking than tho secure person, and ig

bt Tt hings s wh el

less academically able, as welli.




CHAPTZR III
DESCRIPTION OF RESEARCH PROCZDURES

Population and Ssrples

Population

Junior colloge students of Illinois Central Col-
lege, East Poorla, Illinois, who wers enrolled for the
sooond semester of the 1968-69 school year, served as the
population for this study. Illinois Central Collego
serves District #51l, a public junlor college Class I
district in central Illinois couposed of Peorie, Tazewell,
Woodford, Marshall, and Mclean Counties. The coubined
populatlion of these five counties is approxninaiely
330,000,

I1linois Contral College was selected for this
study becsuse of ths convenisncse of its proxinity to
Illinols State University, and because of Hhe combination
of dboth rural and urben areas within District #51k.,
Illinois! third largest city, Peoria, is located within
a few miles of ICC, The population of Peoria and the
towms noarby represents elightly more than one-third of
the total population in District #514. In addition to
boing a major river, rail, alr, and truck terminal for
Iilinols, Peoria has industries that include boversage
distilling, and the manufacturing of farm machinery,

38
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carth-roving equipnent, and rmeny othoers. Urban population
centers in Digtriet #51k also inslude Blooningten in
MeLean County, end Peldn in Tazewoll Céu,%y.l

Illinois ConZral Colloge serves a larze rural area
throughout its five countios., Farming 1s the major |
industry in the rural aryea with corn, soyobeans, wheas,
oats and hay leading crops, and beel and pork lesdcrs in
reat productica.

It was the hove of the resesrcher that the combinge-
tion of students from both rural end urban backgrounds
would more likely provids informaticn concerning
psychological gecurity-insocurity that could be gensral-
ized in whole or in part, to many other junior colleges,
It was felt that a study conducied at Illinois Central
College might be of more value than & sinilar study con-
ducted solely on an urvan opr exclusively rural, junior
collegs. The representatlion of boih urban and rural
groups in the student bedy is suggoestod by the listing of
new studonts enrolled during ﬁhe Fall Semoster, 1948, by
high schocl atteonded, as showﬁ by Tcble 3 below, Although
both urban and rural groups are reprosented gt ICC, "the

large majority of students comm.ie from urban communities

lﬂay E. Hewsor, "Pcoria,™ Encyelopedia Americans,
1963, vol, 21, pp. 559-560.
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TABLE 3

'WEW STUDEETS AT ICC FALL STHESTER 196669

BY HIGH SCHOQL ATTERDIDS

fs:‘*
Righ School ' Number of New
Students

Pckin Community High School 178
Richwooda Commmnity High School - L2
Pooria iigh School 133
East Poorla High School - 126
Manual High School 117
Idrmestono Commmumnity High School S5
bwashington Community High School 8is,
Woodruff High Sfchool 79
Spalding Institute ' b,
Lcadeny of Cur lLady 53
Yistamora Tovmezhipo High Schocil 1.7
Bergan High School 39
Horton Community High Schcol 35
Behiliicoshe Canmmunity High School 33
Bupreka High School 25
Roanoke-Benson High School 19
brsemont High School . 17
Zlmwood Cemmunity High School 15
cer Cresk-Mackinaw High ZSchool i5
unlap Township High School 1,
armington Community High School 13
Princeville Conrmnity High Schosl 13
81 Paso High 3chocel 11
brimber Township High School 8
bppinrield Camnmity High School 6

B"711inols Central Collego Student Bedy Overview
Information," nimeo compiled by Student Yersonnol Services
Staff, Illinols Central College, April 16, 1969, p. 2.

bIndicates schools that may be congsidered as
located in predominantly rursl arcas.
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of ovor ten thousand popu’ation."e ]

Descriptive data ofher ghan enrollnont figures for

the ICC student populatiocn Socond Semoster, 1968~69, are

T

not availesdle, &_éescripﬁive‘analysis of tho studen:
bedy is availeble, houe er,'for the Spring Semestor, 1963,
as woll as tho age distribution of students for tho Fall
Semoster, 1968-69, Tho assuuptlon i3 made that the data
furnished up to a yoar carlier than the date the study
was completed is deseripiive o the populaticn enrolled
Second Semester, 1968-59,

Ths age distribusion of ICC studenis follows in
Table Ii. ZExecluding tho catezory of unknown students
(¥ = 200}, 45 por cent of ICC students are between tho

ages of 16 and 19; LO per cont are bastween the ages of

20 and 29; and 15 per cent are age 30 or older. The

&verage age probadbly liss in the interval 20~29,
! Twlce as many men as women attend Illincig Central

College.3 During the Spring Semester, 1968, the ratio of

5 ‘ freshmen male students to freshmon femsale students was

e

2¢lenn Roberson, “A Descripsive Analysis of Illi-
nolz Contral's Student Body Spring Semester 1968," p, 3.
Unpublished manusceript,

3Illinois Central Collsge, Student Personnecl Scye
vices: The Vital Link, pP. 13,

A FulText Provided by ERIC
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TABLE I
. AGE DISTRIBUTION OF IGC STUDHENTS

FALL SEMESTER 1968«662

Age Froguency
16-17 8
18 991
19 736
20-29 1,527
30-39 380
LO-1;9 159
56-59 35
60=0ver 2
Unknown 200

Total Envolled £,038

8%11linois Central Colloge Studens Body Overview
Information,"” mineo complled by Student Porsonncl Services
Staff, Illinols Central Collegs, April 16, 1959, p. 9.

"8lightly under two o onea“h The ratios of all male stue
dentsg to female studendts by day and evening atiendence

J | werse 3:1 to 3:2, respactively.s

Most students at Illinois Central College are

single. Thirsy-oizht per cent of all studenss in 1968

hRoberson, Pe 3.
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were marricd, wlth a large difference noted botween day

rarried.?

{

-

‘he student body comes predominantly from stable,
middle clasa homss. Eighty-scoven per cent of studenis
reported bobth paronts recside at nome while 13 por cont
sald cno or both parents were deceaeed.7 Only 7 ner cent
of hesds of studenta® houssholds are Irom prefesalonal
vocations, 5 por cent are unskilled workers, omd "the
great majority of students, parenis, or spouses arc en=-
ployed in the manggerial, clorical, salos, gkilled and

gonl-skilled ccoupations.”a

Filtceen per cent of sbudentst
parents had attecnded school less than eight years, 50 per
cont hed finished at lozst cno yoar of high school, and
approximately 20 per cenb of "family heads hed attended

at loast onc senester or quarter of college.“9

. b
T
o« To -
e To




b
Approximately 30 per ccont of ail students are
Transfer students,lo 70 per cont of whem cams from tho

University of Illinois, Illinols Siato Unlversity, Westerm

o

A

Universliy, Bradley Unlversity, or Canion Junior Col-
1ege.11 O the entire student boly, approximaitely 96 per
cent reside inside District #51ha12

iIliinois Central College situdenis enjoyed average
success in tholr academic worlk in hizh school. Their
"college tost scores are above average fop high school
seniors, bubt bolew average for four-year college froshe
mon."3  The Composite ACT Seore,. when compared to other
junilor colleges, 1s two porconitile points lower with a
relative wealkness in mathopatics indicatad.lu

Meny ICC gtudenta desire to eanter thoe profossions,
and a majority plan to transfer to a four-yecar institution
for completion of a Bacecalaureate, Studenis! vocational

choices tend to be unrecalisiic, often expressing status

o

3.09. 5.
113, o,

125 9,

13Illinois Centrsl Colloge, ». U,

lhRQborson, Pe 5o

g o

b 8 e g
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values and not real intoresgts. 15

Enrollzent figurds dy curriculum nwaber and
schodule ¢ype for all students onrollsd at Illinois Cen-
tral College Sceond Scmester, 1968-69, are given in Tgble
5 bolow., The total number of studcnts enrolled is 3,347,

In su=mary, the populaition chosen for this study is
hoterogonoous in age, maritsl gtatus, sex, type high school
attended, and enrollmont choices. These factors indicate
that I1linois Central Collsge students arc 3yplesal of
students in many other Jjunior colleges. Hoterogeneity oo
socioeconomic background was also indicated, althouvgh
more ICC sbudents may ccms from ths middle class than.at
other junior colloges. Clari, for cxzzpnle, found in a
sample (N = 95) of San Jose Junior College students, that
23 per cent camo froem homes whore the studenttls fathsr
was an uppe? white-collar worker, 60 per cent from hones
of lower white-collar ané upper blus-collar workers, and
the romaindor, 17 per cent, Iran homes whore the father
was a lowsr blue-collar worksz, 16 Apparently, morse San
Jose Junlor College studentas than ICC students come from

the extreme upper and lower cabtegoriss, A more complete

151115.11013 Central College, p. 1.

20purton R. Clark, The Open Door Gollese: A Caso
Study, pe Sh.
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of randen nuabers. The tohal number of studonds invitsed
To pariticipats in the study was, thorefore, 387.

A letter of invitabion wag sc

©

nt on April 9, 1969,
to cach student randenly selecteod for the nins szmpls
groups. A posteard reminder was also sont each student
on April 12, 1959. Ixemaples of the letter of invitation
and the recmindor posteard are included as Appeondix A and
Appendix B, rcapectively.
Maslow'!s Security-Ingecurity Inventoery was admine
1stered to students April 16 through 19, 1969, in the
College Rocm of the Illinoisg Central College Siuvdent
Cnlon. Students reported initlally to the counseling
ffices where they were direcied to thoe College Rocm, In
tho Coliege Room, studonts identified themselves to the
reseorcher and were given an instrument packape consisting
of dirsctlcns, nine questions asking for descriptive
information, and the S«I Inveatory. The package was
Gosigned to be sclf-administoring so that students could

particlpate in the oiudy wheneover they had free time,
Students were instructed whore to bogin in the packaoge
and to use &8 rmuch tlme as they fellt was needed in order
to glve accurate answorz. As estimated In tho inviiation

Jotter, 15 to 20 minubtes was roquired, on the avorage,
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security.ah Third, over a poriod ¢f five yoars or longer,
Maslow examined construct validity by comparing test
scores with kind and serlousnscs of client probloms. High
agreoment was 724 beirrcon o3t scores and types of

psychologlcal prchlc..es ~

Wet3ter, roviewing the S~I Inventory in Buros?

- rifth dental lMoosurements Yearbhook writes:

It may be sald immediately that it 1s doubtful
thaet there are other perasnality tests the
authors of which have exercised such great
care to onsurs itom validity. Tho test can bs
recommended without reservations a&s a valid
neasurse of security-insccurigg, as this &rait
is described by the authors,

Hanawalt, another reviewsr in Burost book, is
eritical of the leck of predictive validity studies, but
concludes, "the validity 1s as good as can be expested,"27

The 3«1 Inventory is likely particularly valid for
use with jJjunior college populations because the validation

studies wore conducted with college students genorally

2ip, 29,

26Harold Vebster, (review of the S-I Inventory),
in Oscar K. Buros, ed., The Flfth lental Measurenents

Yearbook, pp. 107-108.

€Txelson G. Hanawalt, (review of the S-I Imvontory),
In Oscar X, Buros, ed., Tho FIifth Montal MHeasurcmenta
Yearbook, p. 107.
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betvwcen the agss of 17 and 23, Illinois Central Collage,
however, like many other junior colleges s has an extremely
heterogencus age distributlon, and the use of tho S-I
Inventory for all students in the populatlon mey bo
questivned. Further study is indicated before the instrue
ment can bo endorsed without gualification for junior

¢ollege use.,

Desicn of Study

The problem of this study was translated into two
major questions: (1) how are feclings of psychological
soecurity-insecurity distribubted generally throughout the
ontirs population of Illinols Central College students;
and {2) are there any differences in feslings of psy-
chological security-insscurity among various groups with-
in the overall population? These two questions were
restated in nmull hypothesis form and the sample data was
statistlcally analyzed to determine the significance of
any differences found.

The null bypotheses follow, plus a description of
the statlistlical treatment used to tost ecach hypothesis.

Null Hypothesis l: There 1s no significant differ-

ence botween tho mean level of securiiy-insecurity of the
overall, general population of students at Illinois

Contral Collegs and the mean lovel of sscurity-insecurity

PO S e
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found by Maslow (N = 2,020) as given in Table VI of the

Hanual for the Security-Insccurlity Inventory.

Ircatmont 1: A two-tailed test using z as test

statliatle was conducted at the .01 level of significanco

to test tho hypothesis of no difference in means.

Null Hyoothesis 2: There is no significant aiffer- i

ence botueen the fora of the distribution of security- ;
insecurity among Illinols Ceniral College students and the \
fora of ths distribution found by Maslow (N = 2,020) as : ?

gilven in Table VI of the Manﬁal for the Security-lnsecuri@z f

Inventory.

Ireatment 2: The form of the distribution of

security-lngeccurity of Illinois Cantral College studcents
was compared to the rectangular distribution of deciles
in Table VI of Maslow's manual by using a frequency chi-

squara test at the .01 lavel of significsnce.

Null Hypothesis 3: There is no significant differ-

enco among mean levels of security-insecurity as found
in: (1) Business students; (2) Health studentss

(3) Technical students; and () Agriculture students, of
I1linois Central Collage.

Ircatment 3: A preliminery test using Hartley's

Femax statistic was conducted to test the assumption of
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honogencity of varience at the .05 lovel of significanco,
The null hypothesis was thon tested using a one-wzy
analysls of varlance technique at the ,01 lsvel of sige-

niflcance.

¥ull Hypothssis h: Thers is no significant differ-

encs between msan levels of psychological security-

insecurity in Day and Night students at Illinois Cantral
Collego.

Bull Hyoothesis 5: There is no significant differ~
&

oenco between n2an levels of paycholegical security-

insscurity in Transfer and Terminal students at Illinols

Central College.

Mull Hypothesis 6: The difference in psychological

security-insecurity between Nay and Night Transfer stu-
donts does not differ significantly from the difference
in psycholeglical securitye-insecurity between Day and Night

Terminal studonts.

Irsatment of Rull Hypotheses L, 5, and 6: A two-

way analysis of variance technique at the .01 level of
significanco was utilized to test hypothoses L, 5, and 6
within tho same test.

In eddition to testing tha sbovs null hypothsses,
descripiive data including sex, ego, standing in high

school class, marital status, and religlious proference,
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of all samples wae tabulstod as en aid to understanding |
significant differences that were found, An item snalysig
utilizing =2 chie-square tost of independence for coch item
of the 8-I Inventory was also perfornzd to determing which
itens of the ingtruncnt diseriminated betweon groups dif-
fering significantly in foelings of psychological
security-insecurity,




CHAPTZR 1V
RESULTS

Regponga of Samples to Avoroanch

The approach used for data colloetion in this study
was a lotter of invitation and reminder posteard from the
Director of Counseling et Illinois Central College ro-
questing students to use free minutes on campus for the
purpose of campleting survoy forms. Data to be collected
was agsembled into a self-adninistering instrument packe
age. Tno rosearcher ldentifisd each student by name so
as to match data collected with tho sppropriate sample.
Students wers then instructed concerning where to begin
in the lnstrument package, and each student was allowed
to coriplote the survey forms within the testing room at
his own rate of speed.

It 13 the hope of ths rvesearcher that percentages
reported from this aspproach may sorve as guidolines for
Tuture research deslgns with junior college populaftlions.
Designs utilizing random samples are difficult to achieve
operabionally because of verying time schedules of indi-
vidual students. Most students come on cenpus for classos,
then leave, and many do not stay oxtra poricds of time or
revurn to participate in extre~-curriculum activities.

Research may be conducted within classes, 6.z psychology

59
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classes, but such a proccdurs nmay bilas resulis. The
approach used in this study was designed to avoid sample
blas and to yield accurate pletures of populations same
pled.

Threce hundred eighity-seven difforent studonts were
sent lotters and posteards of invitation. Of thic number,
191 studonts came %o participate in the survey. One of
these students, after reading the quostions within the
S5-I Inventory, refused to answer. The total number who
completed all forms was, therefore, 190 or L9 per cent
of the 387 invited.

In addition to the 190 students who responded to
Invitations, 13 othsrs voluntooresd to participate in tho
survey. The instrument paclage was edministered to these
students. They have not, howsver, been ineluded in
response porcentages that follow in Table 6.

Per cent return figures in Table 6 ere undorstated.
It is impossible to pinpoint by total or by sample, how
mueh higher theso return figurss should be. Data was
collected after the last dato in the second scmester fer
students to withdraw from classes beczuse of falling
grades. Illinols Contral College officimls estimated that
as many as 25 per cent of those enrolled et tho beginning

of tho semester had dropped out by the date of data

collection. fet, all serples were selected from lists of
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Populaticn Rumber Heaboer of Per Cent

Samplsd Invited Responscs Return
Genoral Population 230 112 18,7
Business Studonts 30 12 k0.0
Health Students 30 il 15,7
Tochnical Students 30 i 6.7
hAgriculbure Students 30 17 56.7
Night Tyransfer Students 50 27 5.0
Night Terminal Students 732 24 52.9
Day Transfer Students SR L2 4.7
Day Terminal Students 478 27 57.h

9serple ¥ taken from total reprosentation within
Genoral Population Sample return (¥ = 112); number invited
figure 1s a projection based on the percentasze of this
group within the total population of 3,347 ICC students.

students enrolled at the beginning of the semester. If
officlals! estimates are accurate, the return may have

been as high as 66 per cens.

Bocause of the likelihood return per cent Ligures
are lnaccurste, 1t is difficult to interpret data within
Table 6. Returns suggest the highest per cent of
response f{rom invitations may be expected from Day

Termlnal, Agriculture, and Night Transfer students. Such
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a suggzestion, however, must bs considered highly tentative
as 2 basis for planmning fubure resesrch deslgns.

Sseurity=Insceurity Within the
Gonegral Ponulation

One oi the major questions poged in this study was

hou are foellngs of psychologleal socurity-insecurity dis-

trituted generally threoughouts the ensire population of
I1iinois Central College students? The first two null
hypothosses were tested by treatments ons and two,

respectively, to answer this questiosn.,

Null Hypothesis 1: There is no significant differ-

enco botwsen the moan lovel of secwrity-insecurity of

the overall, general population of students at Iilinois
Contral College and the mean level of security-insecurity
found by Maslow (I = 2,020) as given in Table VI of the

Yamaal for the Security-Insecurity Inventory. .

Ireatment 1: A two~tailed tost using z as test

stabistlic was conducted at the .01 lsvel of significance
to test the hypothesis of no difference in means.

A nean of 18.6 was computed for the General Popula~
tion Sample of 112 students. This sample mean compares

closely with Maslow's stated moan of 19.5 for his

L ey
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population of 2 ,OEZO.1

Tae z test found no sizgnificant

differsnce betwoeen these means, and Hhe null hypothesis

was retaincd.

full Hypothosls 2: There is no significant differ

ence botween the form of tho distribution of security-

insecurlity among Illinois Ceniral College studenbts and the

form of tho distribution found by Masleow (N = 2,020) as

glven in Table VI of the Monual for the Security-Insceurity

Inventory,

Treatwent 2: The form of the distribution of

security~inseccurity of Illinois Central Coller g8 studonts
was compared to the rectangular distribution of deciles
in Table VI of Maslow's manual by using a frequensy chi-
square test at the .01 level of significsnce,

It was desirecd %o use 200 or more scorss to test
this null hypothesisz. Aceordingly, & composite semple
termed “"Form of Distribution Composite Sample” was formed
as shown in Table 7 below., Thi & procedure resnlted in
203 separate scores of zecuris ty-inzecurity.

2ince the assumption of random sampling from the

oversll population was not followed in canplling the Fom

1&. H, Maslow and othors, Menual for the Sccurityve

Insecurity Inventory, n.p.
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TABLE 7

HAAUP OF FORM OF DISTRIBUTION
COMPOSITE SAMPLE

Population Selection Sample
Sampled Methed Size
Generel Population of Students Random 112
Business Students Randon Y 12
Healta Students Random s
Technical Students Renden i }]
Agricuiture Studenis Randon 17
¥ight Transfer Students Randon 27
Undsternined Volunteers 13
Subtotal 209
Duplicate secores -62
Total 203

Brour Night Transfor, one Health, and one Businesy
Student were also gslected for the General Population
Student Sampls.

of DListribution Composite Sample, generalizations from the
chi-gquare test cannot be made concerning the population
oi all students at ICC wnless tho composite sample can be
shaowm to be truly ropresentative of the total population,
Table 8 shows that the composite sample 1s closely similap
to all students énrolled Second Semester, 1968<69, in peTch I8

contages of day, night, transfer and terninal enrollments,
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TABLZ 8

COMPARIYON OF FORM OF DISTRIBUTIOR COMPOSITE
SAMPLE ARND SZCOND ABMESTE
196869 ENROLIMENT

Description .Per Cont
ICC Students Enrolied Day 1.7
Semple Students ¥nrolled Dey 63.0
ICC Students Enrolled Hight 38.3
Sample Students Enrolled Night 37.0
ICC Students in Transfer Progrems 7.8
Semple Students in Transfer Prograns 53.2
ICC Students in Torminal Progzrans £2.2
Sample Students in Terminal Programs 116.8

o ne— Ry ey i gt
— ~—— o ——— o — — ——r

i

Other data on the chagacteristics of the Illinois
Central Collsge student population enrolled Second
Semester, 1963-69, are not available. Further comparie
sons were made, therefore, betwsen the General Population
Sample (¥ = 112) data, aend the Form of Distribution
Composite Sample. Two assumptions were neds. First, it
was assumed that the random sample of 112 students from
the total enrollment of 3,347 students is s representative

somple of the overall, gensral population. Second, it was

assumed that & comparlison between the General Population

B e U P A g o P G
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Sample and the Form of Distribution Composito Sample is

& SEACRER A
A0 et L

moaningful for purposzes of debermining whether or not

generalizetions can be drawn from the froguency chi-

THYT ?
| R

souare tost about the Second Semesier, 196869, popula-

$ion of ICC situdenta.

Table 9 compares descriptive data of the General

Population Sample with that of the Form of Distribuvion

5 - e

Composite Sample, Seven per cont more studeats in the
composite sample are male than in tho General Population
Semple; the composite sample has seven per cont fewery
feriales. Thero is also a snall difference in maerital
status, six per cent more of the General Population Sample
1 being married then in the composite group, while the

direetion is reversed but with an zsqual per cent differ-

| awhcdiblad 1)

ence for the single category. In other categorles there

is very close sgroenent,

I

The most important comparison foy purposes of the
i frequoncy chi-square (z%) togst is betweon the per cent
of scores within each of Maslow's deciles for the General
Population and Foma of Distribution Cumpoaite Samples,

i Changes in por cont values by decile botween the two

samples are reflected through score £roquencies in a
changed value of the test sitatistie, x?.. Thus, changes

| in por cents in this camparison might influence the outecms
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TABLZ 9

COXPARISON OF DEZ3CRIPTIVE DATA FORH OF
DISTRIBUTION COMPOSITE SAMPLE AND
GINERAL POPULATION SAMPLE

ceseriptive Per Cent Cererel Per Cent ¥ozy
Catezory ruL il 22 SEEPP RN s BTV RN
) LEmols Lorvynnite
Sexiple
Sex
Male 50 ‘ c7
Femeale 50 43
Righ School Rank
Top thixd 35 36
Middle third 50 51
Lower taird 38 13
Marital Status
Single &9 63
HMarried 29 35
Other 2 2
" Religlous Preforenco
Protestant 55 57
Catholic 28 26

Jewlsh
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& the test Ltself., ilote within Table 10 that the change

in five of the decile categories would tond to incroase
the value of zg, while five of the catogorics would
decrcase the value. The averegoe change in per cents by
decile category decroasing‘z§ iz 1.6 por ccat. The
average change inercasing ;g 1s .8 per cont. Use of the
ccuposite samplo instend of the General Population Sanple
Tor purposses of computing x% will, therefors, tend to
decrease slightly the velue of the teat statistic, and
such use should be considered as questionable for values

very close to the eritical regilon.

A chi-square value of 12.62 was computed as the

value of the test statiatice, and the nuill hypothesis o?
no difference in distribution forms was retained. This
vaiue 1s not close to the critical region, :c%; 21.67,
and the use of thg Form of Distribution Composite Sample
nay be accepted, thersfore, on the grounds that:

(1) such use does not change tho outcame of the tost;
end (2) the composite sample is representative of the

overall population of Illinoils Central College students.
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TABLE 10

COMPARISON OF CENZRAL POPUIATION AND FORM
Or DISTRIBUTION COMPOSITE SAMPLES
BY PER CENT SECURITY-INSECURITY

Maslow?!s Peciloe Per Cond CGonoral Per Cent Form
Classification?® Population of Distribution
Sample Composite

Sanple
Very Inseocure 6.3 6.9
Insccures 7.2 669
Tendency to de insecure 1h,.3 12.3
Avereso 11,6 9.3
Average 8.0 7.0
Averags 12.5 .3
Average 9.8 2.3
Tendeney 40 be secure 8.0 12.3
Securs 8.0 9.9
Very secure 14,3 11.8

®A. H. Haslow and othors, Hamusl for the Security-
Insccurity Inventory, n.p.

The form of the distributicn of the composite sen-
ple is ghowm in Pigure 1 below., This distribution, as
Maslow's, is positively skowed with the groatost score
frequencles found in the secure portion of the score

range. The fyequency distribution of scores for Figure 1
is contained in this study as Appendix D.
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FIGURE 1

FORM OF DISTRIBUTION COMPOSITE SAMPLE
FREQUENCY POLYGON

frequency
‘Scale

N
3 7 6 15 1925 7 3 5 F 4317 5 55 636

Score  Scale

ER T P TP PR
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Securliy-Insccvpelisy Differonces
Agconz Supriculun Grouns

The second major question of this study asked aro
thers any differences in feelings of psychological secu-
rity-Insecurity botween various groups within the overall
population? The third null hypothesls az tosted by tho
third treatment was inoluded in tho studr to help answer
this question,

Null Hynothosis 3: Thore is no significant differ-

ence among mnean lévels of seccurity~insecurity as found in:
(1) Business students: {2) Health students; (3) Technicel
students; and (i) Agriculture students, of Illinois Contral
College.,

Ireatment 3: A preliminary test using Hartley's

Femax statistic was conducted to test the azsumption of
honogeneity of varisnce at the .05 level of significence.
Thg null hypothesls was then tested using a one=vway
analysis of varlance technique @t the .01l level of slgnifi-
cance,

The preliminary test revealed that tho asswuptlion
of homogeneity of variaence appliea to the populations
sampled. The one-way analysis of varience test did not
result in a significant value of tho test statistie, P,
and the null hypothosils was retained. Table li beleow
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sumnarizes the one-way analysis of veriance between cup-

riculun zroups.

TABLE 11 , 3
ANCVA SUMMARY OF CURRICULUM GROUPS

Sources 53 ar ns P |
Experimental Groups 3.3 3 W47.7667 Ji1l
#ithin Groups 6,165.6 53 116.3321 i
Total 6,308.9 5
_ \\

Security~Insscurity Differonces batweon
Schedule and Curriculum Types

Schedule types Day and Hight, and curriculun types

Transfér and Terminal, ware sxamined to help answer tais
study's second major question, gre there any differences
in feslinzgs of psychoiogical securliy-insecurity emong
various groups within the overall population? KRull
Hypotheses four, five, and six and corresponding troeatment

provided answors for this exarination.

Mull Hypothesis 4: There is no significant differ-

enco between mean levels of psychological ssourity-
Insecurity in Pay and Night students at Illinois Central
College.

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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Kull Hypothesis 5 There is no significant differ-

ence botweon mean levels of psychologlcael sceurity-
insecurity in Transfer and Temainal students at Illinocis
Central Collezo.

Null Hypothesis 6: Thoe differenco in psychological

security-insecurity between Day and Night Transfer stu-
dents does not differ significantly from the difference
in psychological security-insecurity between Day and Night

Torminel students.

Ircotmont of Null Hypotheses ki, 5, anc 6: A two-
way analysis of variance technigue &t the 01 level of
significance was utilized to test hypotheses L, 5, and 6

within the same test.

)

Two=Way Analvsis of Variancs

G

Unequal nuibers were obtained for the matrix cells,
Day Transfer, Day Terminsl, Night Transfer, and Night
Terninal, through the response 4o the sampling eppxoach.
To equallze numbors of scores within cells, it was necoge
sary to sslect cut 18 Day Transfer, 3 Day Terminal, and
3 Night Transfer scores. This solection was accomplished
by a randam technicue. The numbsr of scores within esch
cell after the random draw was 2. The matrix of scores
is presented in this study as Appendix E.

Table 12 suwmmarizes the results of the two-way

analysls of variance tcst. No difference in moan levels
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of psychological scewrity-insecurity betueon Transfer and
Terminal studonts was found, nor was any Inberaction found
botwecen schedule and curriculun typses. Hull Hypothesoes

S end 6 were, thorefors, retained. MNull Hypothesie L,
howover, was rejected. Tho differanco in rezan levels

of psycholozical security-~insecurity between Day and

Night students was significant at the .01 level., Day
students, on the average, achicved s more insecure scoro

than did Night students.

TABLE 12

SCHsDULE AND CURRICULUM TYPES
THO=-HWAY AKOVA SUMMARY

TPV

Sourco of Sum of Dagrees Mezan P
Variation Sguarss of Sguars
Precdom
3w ge 19.26 1 19026 017
(Curriculum Typs)
Colums 1,953.01 1 1,953.01 17.152
(Schedulo Type)
Interaction 82.51 1 82.51 .73
Within Cells 10,475.71 g2 112,87
Total 12,530,L9 95

8r< .01

gl o c «-
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Tho rejoction of Null Hypothesis l was verified by

a further test. Ho diffsrenco between mean levels of
psychological security-insccurity in Day and Night stu-
dents was hypothesized. Scorcs randemly taken from the
colls of the two~way snalysls of variance matrix ware
again put into thelr gppropriate colls. Separating
matrix columns then provided randaa ssrples of Day and
Vight students. Thes hypothssis was then tosted using a
two~talled test with z as test statistic. The outesnme of
this test indicated rejoction of the nmull hypothesis, and
was gignificent at the .01 lovel. Day studcnis were con-
firmed to bs, on the average, less psychologically secure
than Hizght students.

Teble 13 clarifies the difference in feslings of
psycnological securlty-insecurity between Day and Night
gtudents, All classiiication categories ave cs listed in
the test manucl excopt for the Average category. Four
decliles are listed separatsly by Haslow, each corresponding
to the teym, "Average.® These four are summed within
Table 13 as an aid in polnting out significant differences.
Note that over 30 par cent of Day students seored in tho
top three catogories as comparsd to0 nearly 20 per cont of

S¥lght students. Xearly 15 per cent mors Day than Kight

students scored in the Average category, while over 25 por
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cent more Night students then Day students scored in the

bottom threo cavegories.

TABLE 13

COMPARISON OF DAY AKD NIGHD STUDENTS
SY PER CIZNT SECURITY-IKNS:HCURITY

Maslowlts Day Students Nizght Studenis
Classification® {K = 69) (W = 51) ;
Very Insecure 8.7 2.0 :
Inzeccuro 7.2 9.8
Tendency to be Insecure 1h.5 7.8
Average 7.8 33.3
Tendeney to be Secure 7.2 9.8
Sacurs * 508 i3.7
Very Sccure 8.7 23.5

®A. H. Hoslow ang others, Msrusl for the Security-
insscurity Inventory, n.p.

Dar and Nigh

b

Student Angwera

Ansvers given by Day and Night students wore tabu-

lated for cach of the 75 items of tho S-I inventory., A

test of indepsnidenco utllizing the frequency chl-square

statistic was then conducsed for each item, Ths null

hypothoesis for cach of the 75 tests was that the type
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answer given, "Yes," "no," or "¢," 1s indepsndent of the
scnedulo type of studont answering, The test of indo-
pendence can be thought of as testing association or
correlation betwsen type of answer given and schedule type
of studont answering. If the null hypothesis is reteined,
then given the relative frequencios of a distribution of
enswers to en lten, one could not predict which schedule
type corresponds to the relative {reguency distribution.
if the outcomo of tho test indicates rejection of the null
hypothesis, such prediction is possibilo,

Table 1 lists quostlons of the S-I Iaventory for
wnich the null hypothosls of independence was rejectod.
Values of the test statistie, zi-.e., ard degroes of freedon
eppropricte to cach test arse also given, Tho 4Af values
vary becauss Cochran's guggestions for controlling small
F values were followod.> That 1s, i{ was nscessary to re-
organize data matrices for threoe of the items, eliminating
the Irequencies for the "?Y answer because F values wers
too small.

Intorpretations of significant items listed in Table
1 below must be made individually by item. These inter~

protations are listed in Teble 15 which follows,

2y . G. Cochran, "Some Methods for Strengthening the
Ccmmon %2 Tests," Blomairies, 10:420 (Docember, 1S5h).
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TABLSE 1

DAY AWD HIGHT STUDENT ANSWERS:
CHI-SGUARE AXD DF VALUES
OF SICNIPICANT ITEMS

Guestion® éf xg Valuo
Do you got discouraged casily? i 6.09h1;.b
Ars you frequently In low spirits? 1 5. 376’5b
Do you feel that you arse useful 2 15.5211°
in the world?
Do you spend much time worrying 2 9.380h°
ebout tho future?
Do you think of yoursclf ofton? 2 10.4274°
Do you feel sorrcy end pity for 2 8.587ll.b
yourself when things go wrong?
Ars you ever botherecd by a 1 10.02246°
foeling that things ars not
real?

E
Ei
|
i
|
E
E
|
i

8A. H. Haslow and others, The S-I Inventory, n.p.

%5 <.08

¢5< .01
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TABLE 15

INTERPRETATION OF SIGHIPICANT ITEMS
OF DAY AFD KIGHT STUDENRTS

Questioa®

Interprotation

Do you get discoursged
easily?

Arec you froquently in low
spirits?

Do you fecel that you ere
useful in the worid?

Do you gpend nmuch tine
worrying about the fuburs?

Do you think of yourself
often?

Do you feel sorrow and
pity for yourself whon
things go wrong?

Doy students tend to say
"Yes' as often as "o, while
¥ight students tend to answer

War 1
NOe

Night students tend to answor

- "No" without exceptilon. Day

studonts also tond to say
11 5% 4

fo" wmost often bub meny
ensver "Yos," as wall.

"Yos" ig the overwhelming
cholice of ¥ight students.
Host Day sbtudents also answey
"Yes," but many say "No," and
2," as well, :

Day students tend to say
"Yes," while Night studenss
say "¥o." Thers aro many
exceptions, however, in both
gI0UDT,

Doy students tend to answer
Weg," and "7?," more often
than Hight students. "Ho" 1gs
the answer Hizht students
Tend to give.

Hany more Day students than
Nignt students tond to enswer
"?." Other differencos are
sligh$ with mogt of both
groups answering “Ho,"
clthouzh many say "Yes."

3 bt
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Are you cver dothored by ovey a thira of Da y students

a

foeling thay things ars say "Yb 7hlle almost none
not real? of tho Ilrh students answer
this way. )
4
=P == === ;

84, H. Haslow and others, The SeI Inventory, n.p.

-

Deseriptlve Data by Somple

Dosceriptive data including sex, age, high school
rank by thirds, marital status, and religious preferencs,

was collected from all students particlpating in this

study. This data was tabulated to help in understanding
results of statlstical anslyses. Table 16 prasents the
results of the descriptive data collection and conpila-

tion.

Pizonazlion

The statistical analyses point to several important
firdings. OCufcomes of testing tho Iirst and seccond null
hypotheses indlcate that the general population of Illi-
nois Contral College students is very similar in feclings
of psychological security-inzecuridy to thoe population of

2,020 used by Maslow as a norm in ths Hamunl for the S

Inventory. Mean levels end distribution forms do not
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differ significantly Loy these two groups. Haszlow seema Lo
have pregcnted hig 2,020 in tho manual for the purposes of:
(1) demonstrating that the distribuition of security-
insecurity scoros is positively skewed; end (2) providing
the test user with interpretive labels for scors ranges
(dsciles) to indlcate the dogree of sccurity-insscwrity
that may be associated with any single score. Two conclu-~
sions are subasquontly suggestied by the similarity found
between ICC students and Maslcow!s norm populatlion:

(1) many more ICC students possess at least an avcrage'
anount of psychological security then feel rolatively or
vory insecure; and (2) labels and corresponding declle
rangess of ths test manual may be used to interprot scores
of ICC students. '
Following from the seecond conclusion 1ls the Infer-
ence that Maslow's c¢linical experience with types of treat-
ment successful with clients differing in degrees of
psychological security-insecurity nay bve epplied to the
povulation of Illinois Central College students. It may
be seen from Teble 10 that nearly 1l per cent of the Gen-

eral Population and Form of Distribution Compogsite Samples

scored in elther tho Insecurs or Very Inseccure categoriles.
Theso are therpeople Maslow speaks of when ho writes:
My experionce has been that thoss scoring in

the lowest Qecile are almost certaln to be sul~-
foring from & true neurosis or e;se franm a

PP A
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govore sltuational necurosis, and that very fow
pecplo who are so diagnossd will score cbove
the socond lowost declls.
Approximately 1L per cent, therefore, of all students at

Illinois Central College may be suffering from & true

neurosis or a severe gitustional nsurosis., Thesze students
rnay have personality disorders too sorious for the Junlor
college counsoling staff to treat. Insecurs and Very
Ingecure studonts should likely be considered for referral
é to mental health agoncics cutside the junior college whers
both the design of ths program and the competency of the
steff contribute to restoring these students to an improved
state of mental health,

Table 13 shows that between the mutually execlusive
% categorles of Day and Night students, epproximstely 16 and

12 per cent rospectively, scored either Insecurs or Very
i . Insecure. Thus, the incldencs of serious nourosis may be
; higher anong Day students than in the overall population,
| while the reverse may be truoc for Night studentis.

If students who either tend to be insccure or who'
are considered avérage are Those who can be regarded as

having sltuational, normal kinds of problems, then the

incidence of students who might beneflt from counseling

34. H. Maslow and othors, "A Clinically Derived Test
for Heasuring Psychological Security-Insecurity," The
Journal of Gesneral Fsycholozy, 33:33 (July, 1SL5).
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may bo approximately 56 por cont smong the overall popula-
tion, 62 per cont onmong Day studsnts, and 41l por cent in
tho liight student populatlon. Situational, normal problems
arc likely temporary in naturs, however, and these per cont

igures should be considered as rough approximations only

for purpossa, e.g., of planning counsclor work load.

Data 1ls presented vy Maslow explalning the kinds of
proolemns students have who zcors as Tendenecy to be Secure,

or as Average, in security~inscourity feolings. Ho cltes

acat agr i)

porcontile moans of 3T7.h 2nd 59,4 for 27 clients charac-

terized 2s "miscellancous problens connected with ssx,

A N NN s

marriage, children, [and] family,” a2nd 19 olients soceking

"advice zbout graduate worlk, work in psychologzy, [and]

school work," respectively.h Maslow also lists problems
that would fall from the third through the seventh deciles
of the S-I Inventory. These range {rom "conflict betwooen
strong sexual impulses and strong moral inhlbitions,” to
problems concerning "vocational advice."s Thaet these
problems may be situationaliproblems of normal peoprle is

suggested by Maslow's finding that five students charac-

torized as "woll udjusted, ereative or both™ scorsd in the
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average range of the S~I Inventory.
As shown by Tables 10 and 13, approximately 30 per

cont of' the overall population, 22 per cent of Day stu-

dents, and 47 per cont of Night students, scorsé in the
declles characterized as Tondency to be Sscure, Secures,
or Very Secure. These students lilkely can be considered
E as having fully satisfied thsir needs for psychological
security.

The outcome of testing the third null hypothesis

was that there aorg no gignificant differences in nean

s agl o

lovels of sceurity-lnsccuri’y eamong Business students,

2 e

Health sbtudents, Technical students, and Agriculture stu-

MRLEMDGAS SR

dents, at Illinols Central College. Teble 16 reveals

| Wi

differencos in doscriptive data £ these four curriculum

LA

grours. The Agricullture students are zll males, while the

Health student sanple was heavily female; Agrieculdure

R SUGALLINLONTS Loel )bl WoA st

studonts on the average werc four years younger than

b Rl

elther tho Businoss or Technical students; many more ilealth

students than Buslness students report they finished in the

top third of thelr high school clasges; only 6 per cent of

Agriculture studonts were married, while 42 per cent of

Business students were; and oqual nunbsrs of Healdn shu-

dents wers Proltestant and Catholic, while over twice as

Pe. 32,
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nany Business and Technical atudonts were Protestant as
wers Catholic. Evidently, the amounts of differonces noted
for those four curriculum groups did not influence the mean
levels of psychologlcal security-insseuriiy within the
groups.

When the brogcder curriculum types of Trensfer and
Terminal worc compered under the £ifth null hypothesis,
no significant difference was found in mean levels of
security fecllings. This finding agrees with the outcome
of testing four curriculwn groups, even though the four
groups included both terninal and transfer students.

Whon interaction betwesn gcheduls and curriculum types was
tested under the sixth null hypothesls, azgain no signifi-
cant differsnce was found, although e highly significant
differcnce was focund between meen levels of security in
schedule Types within tho same natrix. The ocutcomes of
testing Hypotheses 3, 5, and 6 all suppoert tho conclusion
that differences in psychological scourity-insecurity do
not exist at dllinois Central College botween varying
curriculun classifications,

Ag showm in Table 12, the two-tiay analysis of
variance used to test the fourth nuil nypothesis revealed
a highly significant differencs in mesn levels of
psychological gecurity-inseocurity botween Day and Night

students. The average Deay atudent was found to respond in

RS L VORI N PP TRTINT R
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a nanner Indicating less psychological sccurity than ths
avoragoe Night student,

Descrdptive data in Table 16 vovesl differences

that may contribute to the relatively greoter security of
- Night students. Thesge students, for example, wore over

T nine years older, on the average, then Day students. 4

higher per cent of Night students came from the top third
of thelr high school class than digd Day students, while
more Uay students than Fight came Prom thse lower third of
their graduating class. Fore of the Hight studenss were
T married. Only 29 per cont of Hizght .students reported they
: were single. Day students who were single, however, com~
pPrised 73 per cent of the Day student sample.

Another factor that may be related Lo ihe relatively

greater security of Nizht atud.ents is provided by Rober-
;r son's analysis of ICC studonts enrolled Spring Semester,
1968, Robersen .*:’ouné that the majority of Night students
wers enrolied for six hours of classes or less, while the
medlan load for Day gstudents was 1l hours.? It is reascn=~
eble to assume that a comparable difference between course

load oxists for the population resesrched in this study,

\

P

7Crlenn Roberason, "A Descriptive Analysis of Illinois
Cenbral's Student Body Spring Semogter 1968," p. 20. Un-
published manuserips.
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Tho results of the item analyses as intorproted in

Table 15 further help In understanding $he socurity-
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botweon schaoduls typos. Hight stu- .
dants sacmkralatively more mature, and more surs of thome
selves, in thelir answers then do Day students. WNight
atudents seen to know who they are, while Dey studenis
appear o bo struggling to forgs seli-identity. Day stu-
dents think of th§mselves often, and many are bothered by
& Teoling that thelr worlds are not rezl, This group re-
ports worrying ruch gboult the fubure; nany say they are
often discoursggzed and in low spirits. Night studénts, by
gontrast, scem more steble, perhaps more esteblishasd in
thelr worlds, as nearly all in the sample said they felt

useful in ithe world., iany Day students could not answer

the seme.

Conclusive statements telling which of ths above
factors are rolated to the lncreased feelings of psy-
chological security evidend in Night students cannot be
- maBe., This study was not deslgned to6 éiscover causes of
psychological sseurity-insscurity among Junlor collegs
students. Tho researcher offers, howsver, the following
explanation of the difference botween Day and Night stu-

dents ag an hypothesis for further ressearch.
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Night students are nors psychologlcally securc as a
group than Day studonts, probadly bocause Day students
have not solved bagle problemg in scelal and vecational
aroes &3 have Nighi students. Most Night students, for
example, have marrlages of tholr own and have established
independonce fraun thelr parents. The average Day shudent
is still in ths process of choosing a mate and egteb-
lishing a home seperate from his parsnts'. Also, most
Right students have likely zettled thonselves into a
vocation, or at least a vocational £isld, and have ad-
justed aspirations and gosls in life more realisticzlly to
fit abilities, than have Dagy students.

Success bz' fellurs in sccial gnd academic areas of
their junior colloge experience will likely produce a
graater change in the self-concept of the averasze Day stu-
dent than of the Typical Wight sbudent. For the Hight
student, the junior college is probably just one of many
concerns witiiln the conbtext of a rather stable life. For
Day students, life is changing abt o faster rate, and
guccess in e2ll areas of endeavor within the junior college
is a major concorn. Day students likely have much nmoro atb

stake, academically and socially, that may change

, ‘
W g
LT ey

A W ey

AT AY e A @R S IR VIR & e N R ante
P

aztpre
Lo e B ah gy

[haa tane

AR
+

PR AR E SRR T ST NI 1




- o —— - - - R s s e ace we e w8 4 8 Smam A KMAmE kb 4 e wemen a0, —a %

i

2
4

J’

% |
solf~-idontity, than do Hight students. Theo paychologzical |
gecurivy of bDay students iz, thersfore, likely threabensd ?
more often and by more kinds of vaeriablos than ig the case i

‘ uith Hight students. |
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CHAPTER V s
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

It was the purpose of this study to discover how
feolings of psychological seeurity~incecurity are dis-
tributed throughout the entire population of students at
I1linoig Central College, end if significant difforences.
exist smong vericus subgroups within the overall popula-
tion as regards sscurity-Iinsecurity feolings.

Tho population of students enrolled Second Semsgster,
1968-69, at Illinois Central Colleze was sampled to obtain
the necossary data. A total of 387 differcnt students as
represented in nine samples was randcomly sclected from the
total enroliment of 3,317. The nina semples were chosen
to represent: (1) tho entire population; (2) Buzsiness 3

students; (3) Health students; (li) Technicsl studenta;

(5) Agriculturs studeﬁts; (6) Day Transfer students;
(7) Day Terminal students; (8) Hight Trensfer students;
and (9) Wight Terminal students. The nuaber of students
within each sampling area who responded to the approach
used and participated in this study 1s listed in Table 6
of Chapter IV.

Maslow's Security-Insecurity Inventory was admin-
lstered to measure security-insccurity feelings of stu-

dents. This instrument 13 a self-report quostionnalre

93




consistlng of 75 ivems to be answered "Yes," "Wo," op MM
by tho subject. The summed total of inseceurc QnsWors
beecanes the single score of the inventory. This score is
an indox indlcating position on a continuus ranging from
Vory Securo to Very Insccure. A total of 14y definitions
of security-insecurity comprise the syndrome rellected
by tho inventoryt!s single score.

Date obtained wore subjecited to statistleal analysis

utillzing five methods. The Lo

6]

v statistie, 2, was used

to test the hypothesis of no differcnee in mean lavels
bstween the overall population of ICC students and Masliow'!s
norm mean based on 2,020 subjects. Fregueney chi-squars
was utilized in testing $o sce 4Ll tho form of the distpie
bution of security-insccurity for the entire population of
Illinols Central students difforcd from the poslitively
skewed form of Meslow's population of 2,020. A one-vay
analysis of verisndo techniqus was applied to data mecured
from the four curriculum groups of Businsss, Health,
Tachnicel, and Agriculture students. Dala representing

the schedule types Day and Mizhs, end curriculunm types
Transfor ard Termlnal, wore tested by a two-way snalysis
of varlance technique. A chi-square test of independence
vas thon conducted for each of the 75 items of the inven-

tory to detemine which items had contributed to the

significant difference found.

.
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Chaptor III mora compleboly describes the population
of ztudents at Illinoisz Central Colleoge from viileh samnles
were drawn. Resulis of svatistical anzalyses are contained
in this study in Chapbter IV. The instmument packsge used
in data collection ig included as Appendixz G. The letter
of invitation ang reminder posteard are found in Appondices
A and B, respectively, |

A summary of results, conclusions drawn from these
f£indings, implications fop Junlor college peorsonnel
workers and instructors, and Implicatlons of this study

for future research ccprise the remainder of this chapter,

Summary of Findines

This sumiery of findings presents anauers to each
of two parts of the problem question first stated in
Chapter I of this study.

1. How are feelings of psychologileal security-

insocurity distributed genorally throughout the

entire population of Illinois Gentpal Collero

X4 . ]

students? Wo significant difference boitween

nean levelsz of sceurity-inscowrisy of ICC stu-
dents and Maslow's norm populatlon of 2,020 waa
revealed by tho £ test. 4 froquoncy chi~sguars
teat comparing observed score froquencios of g

represontative gemple of the overall populetion

e e P
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o ICC students with thoe deeils relative fro-
quencics of Masiowt's norm population alsn pe-
sulted in a £inding of no gignificant diffor-
enee. The digtribution of Loolings of
psychological security-insecurity among Illinols
Central College students is; therefore, dige
tributed similarly to Maslow's norm populaticn;
that 1s, positively skowed with tho largost

gcoro frequencios occurring in ths socure

range, and with a mean score nob diffeoring

significantly from 19.5.

2. Aro thore any Qifforcnees ia feolinsg of

psvenolerical seSuriby-insecurisy among verlous

grouwns within the overall populeticn? A one-

vay analysis of varlancs revealed no slgnificant

differences in moan lovels of foelings of

psycnological security-inzsecurity among the
curriculum groupz of Business, Hoalth, Tecani¢al,

and Agrloculbure students, A Cwo-way analysis

of variance test resulted in no intercetion

between Day end Nighs schedule types and Transe-

fer an? Tormingl curriculun types. This
] analysis of variancs =slso rovealed no signifi-
cant difference in msan lovels of security

- feolings betwesen Transfor and Terminal
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studcnts. A difference significont at tho 01

lcvel was found, howover, boiwesn msan levels

f of psychological sseurity-insecurity of Day and
Right students. Day students werc, on tha
average, Slgnificently more insecure than wers

Night siudents. IZach of the 75 itoms of %the
I

e}

€3}

nvenlory gs answored by random ssmples of
Day and Night studenits were thoen oxomined for
significent differcnces in asnswers chosen. The
technigue used was a freguency chi-sguare %Yess
of independenca. Corrections were nade for
small F values as suggested by Cochr::—.z:t.1 Threo
items were found to differ significantly at the
.05 lovel, and four at the .01 lovel. Night
student ansvers ssemed te refiect incrsmsed
naturity, nore cenfidence, and & sense of worth
snd stability. Day student answers secmed $0
show less confldenco, loss gtadility, and s
greater coneern with idontlty of self in rela-~
| tion Yo presont and fubux*e worldis. & more de-

talled doscription of iitem ananlyses may bo

found in Tables I and 15, and in the Discussion
; ssction of Chapter 1V,

.‘ - 4 A £
"g. G. Cochran, "Scma lothods for Strongthoning the
Comuon x< Tests," Biomotries, 10:420 (Decaunbor, 1954).
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Conclusions

Gonclusions of this study a&s based on recults of
statlistical analyses of data are those:

l. Illinois Central Colleze students as a popula= f

tion do not difffer significantly in mean leovel

of security feelings or form of distribution of

security-insccuwrity eceres from Maslow's norm

population of 2,020.
2. Slignificant differcnces in rean levcls of
5

p3ychological

(3

scurity-insecurity do not exist
between Transfer snd Terminal, o anongy Bugi- ?
ness, iealth, Techaniesl, and Agriculture, :
students at Illinols Central College.

3. The difference in psycholcgical security-
inzecurily between Day and Night transfer
students does not differ significantly fron the
diffcerence in psychological security-insccurity

between Day and Night Terminal students.

i. The average Day student at Illinoils Central
Collsge tends to report feelings indieating
higher degrzes of psychological insccurity than
doeg the averago Night situdent.

5. Tho greatest difforcnces between Day and Night

students occur in tho middle and lower score
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rangess Day students gre moro likely to achieve
an Average, or a Tendoney to to Inseseure scors,
and Hight students scors morse heoavily in the
Secure and Very Secur9 cabegorlies.

6. Items 1, 23, 27, 29, 39, 41, and 73 of the
S-I Inventory tond to bo answered differently
oy Doy and Night students.

Irnlientions :?.'o' Studens
Porasonnoel Workors

Student persomel workors may facllitate mocurity

noced satlafcetion of students by holping to create within
the environmental press of the junlor college precondi-
tions neceszsary for such need satisfaction, iHaslow gives
examples of these procondlticons as follouws:

Such conditions as freedom to spealk, freedom

10 do what ons wighes so long as no hara is

done to othorsg, frecdom to dofend onats self,

Justico, fairness, noucuty, orderliness in

the groun are esxamples of such preconditions

for baslic need satisfactions. Thwarbing in

these freedoms will be roacied to with a
tavcat or enorgency rosponse.

The student personnel worker for whom this study

hag the most lmporbant lmplleations is the junior college

counselor. Eecguse he can offer the studont a safes,

2A. Heo Maslew, "A Theory of Human Mobivation,"
Peycholorical uGVi“%, 50: 381 (July, 1943), (Hercalfior
Ilr’ihe OI‘:I" ) ’
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confidentiagl relaticnship with an undorssanding adult, cne

3

tmowledgeable in couvnseling techniques and practice, thoe

counselor iz in a unique position to facilitate the satig-

faction of sceurity nseds. The counselor is idoally not a

L Y

dlzsciplinarian of tha college. Hor doss he evaiuvato

Clel i T

RVt

students through assigning grades as must Junlor collego
instructors., Students nmay come to the counselor znd find
a rolationship froe from threat or cvalnation. Explorztion

of academic, voeational, anrd porsonsl problens may resulg

S Uhdalanidil SACHace i §

in batter doeisions by students beceuso thoip security

| 0K

needs ecan Se satisfied within the relationship offered by

» the counseclor,
Counselors at Illinois Centrsl Collegs may Tind
. gpproximatoly 16 per cont of Dey students and 12 per cent

of Night situdents to be so insecure as to nesd referral

kbl s - *

%o a mental health agency outside The junior ¢colleges It
is the responsibility of the counsellns staff ab ICC %o
ldentify thece students, interview them to assoss the need

] for referral, and elther refor to an appropriate agency

or coungsl within the junior colloge. If the college
aceepts the rosponsidility for the porsonal growth end
success of all its students, thea this effort Uo satisfy

securily needs of those students who &ro most insecurs

nust be macde.
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That Imsecurs and Vory Insecuro gtudents accepted

t
o3
o
o
Q

ni'identliality offered zhom by Ths researchsr, and
tnat fhey hed the courage o overccnias theip insecurlsy and
enswer questions In ways oponly reflocting insocure
feelings, sugcests thares points, PFirst, these students
mey actuaslly want someone to know asbous tholr feelings of
insecurity; secongd, they ray have eppreciated somoone
being interested in their foelings and have responded to
that interest; and last, these students would 1likely
respond o offTered confidentiality in fusure counseling
relationships. The zetion of answoring questions for many
of thoze scoring in the $wo most insecure categorics ney
be intersretsd as a signal that psycholozical help would

be welecomad,

Xormal students scoring as Average op Tendency to

be Insecurs msy feel roelatively insccure ag an geecompani-

ment of situationzl, and somewhai femporary, problens,
A raletionship between such probloms and feelings of
insceurlty is suggested by iaslowts data listing reasons
clionts cams fopr thorapy and their seores by percentile

ranks achieved on the S-I Inventory.3 Tho implication for

q

“Ae H, Maslow and othors, "4 Clinically Derived Tost
for Measuring Psychological Security~Insecurity,” Journel
of Ccneral Psychology, 33:30-32 (July, 19453,
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this study is that roughly half of ail ICC students (62 per
ceny of Day and Ll per cont of Hight studenis) may benefis
[rom counseling deslgned to simuliansously sabisfy sccurity
needs and rssolvo situationel, normal probloms.

Reed for counseling a3 I1linois Centrel College as
indicated by degreo of foli insscurity ssems as nseded in
one curriculum type or arca of pursult as it is in en-

octher. For example, Businsss students need counseling sLop

satisfaction of socurity ncods as much as do Technleal

svudents. Also, both Transfer snd Torminal curriculum

typos may be thought of as essencially the szme in neocad
for counseling desizned %o change or modify feelings of
insecurity.

Thet Illinocis Contral Colleze students did not
differ in cither mean level of socurity feelings o in the
form of distribution of sscurlty-insccurity scores from
daslow?s norm population of 2 s020 sugzests that the norm
prosented in the test manual nay bo used for interpreting
scores of ICC students. Also, that only 7 of 75 item
of the inventory were answercd vory differently by Dey end
Night students suggests thai a2ithough ths S-I Inventory
vas validated and normed on students between egoes of 17
and 23, it may be ussd with Night students at Illinois
Central College.
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Implicaticns for Instiuetors

Out of a given class of 20 Day students, 3 may be

ssriously nouroctic, 12 may tend to be inseccure oy feel an
average sense of seceurliiy-lnsceurity, while 5 ray be

psychologically secure. Of & class of 20 Night students,

N

riay be soriously neurotic, 8 may tend to be insecurs or
fool avercge security-ingsccurity, and 10 1KY be psy-

choleczically securs. Althoush these figufes likely vary ;

in practise, 1% is probablie that every class at Illinois
Central College containsg a few situdenis whose vehavior

e may be relatively dominsted by efforts to satisfy security
- needs., | )

Heglow theorizes that higher order nceds such as

self-actualization, and concomitantly, the fullest
cereativeness, may not be translated into behavior until
propotent, lower order needs ars reletively satisfied.l“
- - Thus, instructors at Illinois Central Collegze seeking
| croativity in students may need %o facilitate sgtisfaction
of students' security nceds in ordor that students nay be
free Yo express crcativity.

Ressarch clted in Chaptoerz I and II 3ndiecsies the

ingescurse person may be rore dognatic and less effeciive

l"A. H, Maslow, "Theory," p. 383.
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in critical vhinking, probably bscause his pereceptual field
nerrows and Important informetion is exeluded. The secure
student may achleve hlgher grades then the inzecurs,
likeoly because he is msre efficient and effective in
critical thinking. Consgiderations such as these cannot
be ignored by classroam Instructors who seek to dovelop
students!' critical thinking 2bilities.

Instructors should learn %0 roecognize insccurity
in student bohsvior. Through uwam encourggement, success
experiences, increased individualized aettention, and other
teachlng Cechnigues, instructors can seek tto slleviatbe
students? feolings of insecurity. Instzuctors can avoid
creating insecurity in students, e.g.xthrough the excesalve
use of throats of failure, as well., Studeants who do not
respond to techniques available $5 instructors within the
practical ccastralnts of classrcom desands, and whose
tshavior continues to bs dominated by a pressing nsed fop
psychological security, should be referred o the coun-

gseling offieces of the junior college.

Imnlicotions for Fubturs Rescerch

Many possibiliities for neoeded fubure rssearch ere
suggested by thls inltial study of security-insecurity.
Quesgtions asked in the following four paragraphs might be

used as ths basis for hypotheses of future rosearch.
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Inventory vallid as a measurs of pay-

cholozical sceurity-insocurity with curront junior collero

o
Q
3
o
b
3
cr
oo
O

Dot tlong? ~ Gf most importance 1s the need for junior

¢ollege counsolors to c¢linlcally validate thoe S-I Inven-
tory with curront populations of students. Does a shu-

dentt's gcore prodict, or accuratoly refloct, for example,
his general state of mental hezlth? Once validabion hes
veen more fully established with currsa® populations, the

Invontory may be used with increassd confidonce ss

0

quick and effective screening Govice foxr locating students
soriously In nced of counscling help. That one studens

at ICC who scored Very Insscure was referred to a mental
health agency after infterpretaiion of her test score
indicates the instrument 1s valld with currens popula-
tions; however, further support for this validation is

needed,

What 18 tho causal relaobionshin of veriables within

Tthe Junior collego environnent to psycholosical sscurity-

insecurity of students? Very lititle can knowingly be dons

to idontlfy or change conditions in the eavironnensal
press of Illinols Cenbtral College that cause feslings of
security or ingocurity until such studies point the way.

What effocts doos socuritveinseccurity have con

KX

classroom performance? Tho finding that inseéure students

- e - - - . - o e s - - KO meD S aetm— aa kdr ATFS. W 4 a ate o oh e e 4 . ——
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actileve lowcr gradcs than seceure studonts needs to be con-
fimmed by further rossarch, Again, the grusal »elation-
ship needs to be dotermincd. Fop cxample, 4o inseccurs
feclings cause, or contribubo to, lou grodes, or do low
grades create the feolings of insccurity? Will techniques
of wami encouragerent, success experiences, and increased
individual attentioa satisly student needs for sceurity?

£% vhat level do feslings of psycholonical insscurilty

norrow onc's percepinal £i0ld, block erisical thinlkine, and

contribute to dogmatism in thinkin~? Is a certain smount

of insecurily useful as a motivating forco? At what point
or level doos a student's feelings of insecurity becoms

8o intense as Yo contribute to his aczdemle demise? Is
insecurity useful within the counseling relationship, and
if so, at what point does it become debtrimental o client
progress?

Studies designed to answor all or one of the above
sugzested questions would provide valuable information fox
Junior college staff. Only when needs of students ape nore
fully undorsiood can the junior college further its

accomplishmonts as o student centered institution in all

prograns offered,

Q
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APPENDIX A
Iotter of Invitation

ILLINOIS ¢
CUYNTRAL : Public Junior Colleszo District Yo, 51hb
COLLEGY : P. O. Box 2400, <ast Peoria, Illinols 61611

April 9, 1969

Dear Student:

Illinois Central College iz conducting & survey of
its students in cooperation with Illinglis State University.
Thls survey is an important uvnderteking in our efforts to
Inow more about our student body.

You have becn cnosen tto help us in this important
endeavor. Tho only reguirement is that you answer a short
questionnaire. %This will require 15-20 minutes of your
time on any of the following days or evenings:

DAYS BVERINGS

Please report to the Counseling Office when you are
on campus during the above times. Wo will direct you to
the building and place whore the questionnaires are being
completed at that tine.

Sinceroly,

1LLIROIS CENTRAL COLLEGE

¥orlin C. Stratton
Dircctor of Counseling

MCS :ds
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APPCNDIX B

Remindor Pogicard
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A REMINDER:

Please remember to come to the Counseling Office Wednesday -
evening April 16th from 6:00—9:00 P.M.; Thursday, April 17th
8:00 A M.—5:00 P.M. or 6:00—9:00 P.M.; or on Friday, April
18th from 8:00 A.M.—5:00 P.M. to fill out the ICC-ISU survey.

It is very important, since only = sample of our student body
is being asked to participate, that every person who was chosen
come at one of the above times to fill out the survey form.

Let me thank you in advance for your time in helping us with
this important endeavor.

Sincerely,

MERLIN C. STRATTON
iLLINOIS CENTRAL COLLEGE

/14, /3.13
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AP?ERPIX C

The Instrument Packaz

4405

START HZRZ, ond please read ALL dircaiionsm carcfully.
Lnswer all questions; if you do nob understand what
you are o do, plezse ASK the procteor who gave you
this pacizge.,

FIRST, teor off ths card attached above that has your nanrs
and numboy on it. Hobice that the same mumber is
printed on the upper right hand corner of each part
of tho cusstionnalire package, This number is your
SURVEY IDZENTIFICAYION KUMBER. If you wish to dis-
cuss The ansviers you give to this guestionnaire with
a Counsglor, you musi present your card with
oHTIFICATICH NUHBIER on it to aim. Ve will %£hen
be able to locate your guestionnaire by its correse
ponding number; otherwise, NO ONE ai ICC will know
which guestionnaire 1ls yours. To cusgurs complote
confidentlality of your answers, then be sure you
DO ROT PUT YOUR NAMZ ANYWHERE O THIE QUESTIORNAIRE
PACKAGE.
‘;':,:7
SECOND, please check the SCHEDULZ and CURRICULA listing
below and £ill in these two blanlzs:

MY SCHEDULE TYPE IS

MY CURRICULA KUMBER IS

ACHEDULE TYPE

Day Attendance (indicates that you attend classes only from
8:00 A, o 5:00 P.i.

Evening (indicates that you aiitend classes only from
6:00 P.Z’i. to 10:00 P.{”{Q)

Both (indicates that you take courses during the
day and evening sessions)

/4 /115




116

405
CURRICULA
Collose Transfer Curricula, Leadins to Associsnte
in Arts and Associabe in Scionce Deareo
010 Pre-Agriculture 070 Pre~zdicine
020 Art 071 Pro-Phamacy
030 Businoss Administration 072 re=Denta
end Commerce 073 Pre-Vetorinary
00 Education 07 ProeHursing
050 Pre~Engincering 075 St. Francis Hospital
060 Liberal Arts end Science
Career Propgrams Curriculs, Iszding to
Assceclats in Appliced Seience Doerce
100 Agriculture Business 320 Hedical Record Technieisn
101 Agricultural Production 330 Registered Nupse
ané Monagement 4O Architectural Drafiing
260 Accounting Techaology
205 Commercial Art 02 Engine Power Technology
210 Business Managenment k03 Chemical Technology
215 Secretarisl 40 Data Procossing
216 Medieal Scerotarial Tochnolozy
217 lLegal Seerxciarial 1L0O5S Elechtronies ngineering
218 Executive Seerstarial Technolog
219 Co-operativa Office 106 Irdusirial Electronies
zducation Technology
220 OfTice Machines and 10 lMoehanieal Tschnology
Procedures 412 Machine Design
221 Clerk Typiss 412 Henufschburing
301 Operating Roonm 13 Intornal Combustion
Assistant Bnginos
310 Physical Therapy 120 Indusirial Drafting
Agsistant Technology
601 Police Ldminisiration
090 Gonseral Studioes 900 Continuing Sducation
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THIRD, please £ill in the following blanks:
Today'a Date « My age is e Sox .
Marlital Status (circle one) Single Divorced
Married
Separated Widouesd
I graduated in tho third of
(Cop, middle, loweyr)
ry High School class.
Thers were approximately students in the
Hizh School I attended.
Optional: ¥y religlicus proference is .

FOURTH, ploase read the following goneral informztion:

The questionnalre is & survey of parsonality. I%
asks dmportent and personzl quesiions. Honoesty,
frankness and your sincers cocperation ars roquired,
The answers you give will be combinsd with thosc of
spproximately LOO othar ICC students. As eoxzplained
adove, unless you ldentify yourself to a Counselor,
the answers you give will remain confidential an
will influonce the survey results only as part of an
average SCOI'C.

This swrvey and the very important information it
will ylold will bo no betser than the asceuracy with
which you answor cach gquegtion., Note: THIRE ARE NO
RIGHT OR WRONG ANSWERS, but only answors that are
true for you.

FIFTH, turn directly to ths GENERAL IRSTRUCTIONS within the
quostionnalire 1itself. Read these directions and
begin work, Work at whatever speed is comforiable
to you.

I
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A. H. MASLOW ks
Brandeis Universily 3
%
with the osssistance of E
.1
5. BIRSH c |
I. HONIGHMAMN
F. HcGRATH
A. PLARCKN <
1. SPED 3
1
~ | | 1
NAKE DATE AGE 5
{or pseudonyn)
. Underlins one: Single HNarried Divorced :
- g
: Separated Widowed i
,\, % g
8 Education School k
1y (highest grade reached)
3
2 Occupation
Height Vielght

Underline one: Catholic Protestant Jewish; or, if other

(write in)

Consulting Psychologists Prsss, Inc., Palo Alto, Californla
Copyright 1945 by A. H. Maslow
Copyright 1952 by thae Board of Trustocs
of the Ieland Stanford Junior University
Printed in the United States of Aumerica
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GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

Read Caroiully

If at all poszible answer all questions, being
sure o choose only one answer, "Yes," "No,"
"7 {undecided)., Write an X under thse ansuer
that is nearozs true for you, Your answors
and eny coizacnlts you may wish to add will, of
course, be considered strictly econfidential,

Ansvers

¥=S ost) ?

Do you ordingrily like to be with
people rather than alone?iecesecetsosccestcccscsccacane oo

Do-you have s0clal @288 ciacesccesestccstoscsccsvsscoce
Do you lackz self=coniidcncoTceceessceccsccssscssesccoss

Do you feel that you get oenough

praise?................. 000 0000 HOPOOLess000p 000000000 OCO

Do you often have & feeling of ro-
sentment aoeinst the World?.eeececcscesocsocsccccraceoe

Do you think pecple like you gs much
as the:'] do others:’......0000000000000000000000ooooooooo

Do you worry too long over humili-
ating (3xper‘iences‘?000..000.0.0.0......0.0....0‘0.0.0..0

Can you be comfortable with yoursell?.cceeccecerececene

Aro you geneorally an unselfish

person‘?...'..............0..'............Q........Q.....

Do you tend to avold unpleasantness
by mning a‘i&y?........0..00....0...00...0............

- - - - - R I P A el I L gy .




15.

16.

17.
18.

19.
20.

21.
22

Do you often have a feeling of lone-
1incss even when You 818 With PCONI0T? e erneccocs coocosce oo

Do you feel that you are getting a
Squ?rc de&}- irl life?OQQOOO000000000..000'000l.....'.'..

Waen your friends criticize you, do
you usually sk 1¢ Well?oo.ooocooooooooooooootoooooooo

Do you get discournged 08551 % ceasncseccccocsvccccscs oo

Do you usually fecl friendly
towrard 51081 PeOPloCeeceocsocscococococsvsccossostosacese

Do you often feel that 1ife 1s not

Wor'bh liVing?.0.0...0...00..CO0.0.0...C'0.0..O._........
Are you genexrnlly OptimlioticPeicucceceescsocccsveccvcmen

Do you congider yourself a rather
NOITVOUS PCYSONT seee et etectccosscoceceosvoscocsssscscsvsese

Are you in gencral a2 hapdy POrSONTececcccesrccsssccossoeo

Are you ordinarily gulite sure of

yourself?...................................3..........
AYre you often Sclf-consciOUS?................’........o

Do you tend to be dissatisfled with

yourself?.........‘0..0.....QC..0.0..'.O........GOO....

Are you freguontly In 1ow spirdilisTeeverecocesoscoccssses
vhen you meet people for the firsy
tims do you usuelly foel thoy will

not like you?.O.. 00 00009 20 000000000 00 000060 00 0000060060000

Do you have enough faith 1n yourselfleeescsscccecccocose
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Answars

YiES 10 ?

26.

27.

28,

29.

Do you fesl in gencral most people

can be tmstﬁd?............ L AL N B BN BN I B N BN N RY AU N B N BN N I B B A NN

Do you Tfesl that you are useful Iin

th@ ?Iorlé?............‘.‘C.C.....'....0............'...

Do you ordinerily get on weil with

OtherS?oooo ® 0O 00U 0T T OO TS 025 OFOCO OIS CSIOOILOELELEOISBOOINOSOOIOPOSTS

Do you spend much time worrying aboutd

the \t‘utuz’e?......A...i..o.O. PSP OO LD IO OO OOTREO®OOOCEO OO DOV IOO

30,..Po yeu usually feel wall and SUPONZ? ecosesseevecosncocne

31.
32.

33.

3h.

35.
36.

Ars you a good conversationalist?iececcecciesessccccosoe

Do you have the ifecling of bsing a
burden to othars?."...............G.....’.....‘.. [ B BN BN N N AN J

Do you have difficulty in expressing
your feelings?.c.....ooo..t 00 00 O 00 %0 ¢ 0 © 0 O 0 sO 00 000 00000

Do you usually rejoicoe in the happl-
ness or good fortune of othergfeccecccceccccecscscccces

Do you often feel left out of things?eeeesesocccscecree

Do you tend to be a suspiclous

person?..................................0..'........“

Do you ordinarily think of the world
a8 a nico place to 1ive Inf?.cececccocsecocccaceccvscsas

Do you gebt upset 688815 ccececccevscccccecorecccsosonene
DO you think Of yourself Ofi:en?...O............ o0 020 do o
Do you feel that you are llving as

you please rather than as someonse
3183 plaases?.t...ob.. @0 O 4@ 00 00 00000 00 0D OO 0O 0GOS se O
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Answers

%

h-zo
43.

bl

Lé.
47.

L8.
Lo.

0.

Do you feoel sorrow and pity for your-
self when things go WPONG e ceesesescacencsscscsocccmens
Do you feel that you are a sucecess as
JOUr WOPrK OF JOUr JODZececcseesosccccccscscoscsoccsesns
Do you ordinarily let people sce what
you gro really like?...;..... @00 c0 0000000000000 0rr000s

Do you feecl that you ars not satig-
fQthrily adjusted to life?oocooooooooooooooooooooooooo
Do you ordinarily proceed on the

assumption that thinga usually tend

tO tum out 311 right?oo.o.OQOOOOOOO......C...........0

Do you feel that 1life is a grest

*bumen?..........'................000.0.'..0.'.....'0...

Arze you troubled with foslings of
infez’iority?....0..0......0....0 C......O..........O....

Do you gonerally £06l "EO0A 2" ceeteececarooccccccccss ona

Do you ret along well with the

oppo:!i"ce SBX?........O........0........................

Are you ever troubled with an ideoa
that people are watching you cn

the street?.................0................Q.........

Are you 683117 RUPLTeceeevecresocccscoscocecscccssoseess
Do you feoel at home in tho World?eeee cooeesccccscocs onn
Do you worry about your intellizoncofeecceccccccecscs s

Do you generally put others at their

ease?..................G...'}.. LK ................‘....

A3 2 £ ARk

Artand o M
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Answers

YES RO ?

55.

56,
57.
58.
59.
0.

61.

62.
63.

&l

65.
66.

67.
68.

69.

Do you have a vegue fecar of the

future?.....0‘...............0.................‘.......

Do you behave naburallyfeeccccccccccccoccscscscccsscssooce
Do you faoel you are genorally 1ucKkTTecerecccsccscocscce
Did you have & happy childhood?............af..........
Do wou have many reel £rlends?.ceecsccscescccececoceces

Do you feel restless most of the

time?..........................‘....Q...-‘....O.......0.

Do you tond to be afraid of coupeti-~

tion?.........D............Q......................‘....

Is your homo environment hePPYZecccccccsotcccccssevcoce

Do you worry tco rmch about possibls

misrortune?..‘.C....................C........Q.........

Do you oftcn becoue very anncyed
with peopla?.o............o................o......o.o.o

Do you ordinarily feel contented?. . ceeecscccccoccscccnoe

Do your moods tend to alternate from
VGI‘y il&ppy to Very Sad?......'..........0.........O....

Do you feel that you ars respected
by people in general?....................0.............

Are you able to work harmoniously

"!itz,‘l otherS?..0..........60.....................0......“

Do you feel you can't control your

fee]-ings?..................Q...........................
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70. Do you sometimes feel that people

7L,
72,
73.

Th.
75.

laugh gt

you?.................................o....o...o.

Are you generzlly a rolexed person

(rather than tense)?

LK 2N X J ........0.......0..........‘...

On the whols do you think you ars

treatod right by the world

€
?Qoooocooo0000000000000000000

Are you ever bothered by e fesling

that things ars not rcal?

-0..0..................Q..'....

fiave you often boen hulllated?ecerececcccccscsccnscons

Do you think you arsc often regardcd

as gquoer?

...0....'.......0.......... A B AN EE EEN NN NNFNNYEE X

pkar]
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.




APPINDIX D

Form of Nistribution Coemposite Sample
Scoro Froquencics

Classes Frequency

7275
. 683-71
El-57
60-63
56«59
52-55
L3531
bhlyele7
L0-43
36-39
32-35
28431
227 . 3
2023 15
i 16-19 28
] 12-185 30
: 8-11 29
1~G7 30
0-03 10

GCONNEFNNHMHROROOO

3

Bov ML LAt A NN GS N R T )

8

RN BN Sy i

Total N

"
N
Q

W

/25 /3.26
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APPSNDIX ®

Two-Way 4nalysizs of Varience Showing Security-
Insscurity Scorcs for Curriculum
and Schedulo Typos

Schedule Type

Curriculua
type Day Night
Transfer hs 28 2y 15 3 W o &
W 27 23 13 33 13 9 L
: W 27 21 13 29 13 8 4
5 31 2, 18 9 20 13 7 L
30 2L 18 9 16 12 6 L
ﬁ 29 24 16 2 15 10 1
Terminal L? 29 17 11 37 22 13 6
W 29 17 7 32 20 1 5§
k2 28 17 7 286 19 9 3
3% 23 1 7 271 16 8 4
36 20 13 7 2y 15 8 3
3% 20 12 5 22 13 7 1

J37 /128




